
Report for Folsom Street Living Lab Feedback

Count Response

2 Thank yo u so  m uch fo r keeping these bike lanes. I wo uld no t feel co m fo rtable o r safe biking o n Fo lso m

o therwise. I m uch appreciate the pro tected bike lanes fro m  last sum m er and was very sad when they were taken

o ut o r reduced. The sectio ns o f Fo lso m  bike lanes that were reduced are m uch less safe no w.

1 Co uld start m o re no rth than spruce

1 I think the current arrangem ent is really go o d

1 A separate bike lane o n the west side o f Fo lso m  next to  the sidewalk wo uld be far better than the current setup.

Trying to  m ix cars and bikes o n the sam e ro adway do es no t seem  o ptim al.

1 Actually I do n't kno w m uch abo ut this sectio n o f Fo lso m  and do n't have a stro ng o pinio n.

1 Add back in the pro tected bike lane o n so uth Fo lso m  please.

1 Add bo llards to  the entire sectio n.

1 Additio nal safety is wo rth fewer travel lanes. I have no t experienced delays by car.

1 Additio nally, please do  no t use this tactic in o ther areas.

1 After they fixed it, I think it's fine. Sadly o ur streets just weren't o riginally m ade fo r bikes in so m e areas.

1 Allo ws m o re vehicular traffic at all tim es.

1 An actual curb o r planter barrier wo uld feel even safer fo r cyclists and lo o k nicer.

1 And co ntinue expanding. I lo ve them , feel safe and valued m o re equally as a car o n the ro ad.

1 And extend. Iris to  creek path. Bikes need COMPLETE, DIRECT, SAFE ro utes. A N/S co nnecto r in Bo ulder is

co m pletely lacking. Witho ut COMPLETE ro utes, m o st peo ple will no t co nsider riding. Bits o f pro tected bike

lane here and there do  no t persuade them .

1 As a bicyclist, I find these lanes silly and the bo llards very ugy. I think we sho uld spend the m o ney and use the

space fo r an o ff street bikepath, separated fro m  the ro ad and the sidewalk!

1 As a cyclist, I perso nally felt safe eno ugh o n the previo us lane and as lo ng as car traffic can be handled with just

the o ne car lane then keep it this way

1. Today, Folsom Street has protected bike lanes from
Valmont to Spruce.BEFORE: Four travel lanes and
conventional bike lanesTODAY: Two travel lanes,
center turn lane and protected bikes lanes Based on
your experience with the current treatment, what do
you recommend? - comments



1 As a cyclist, the pro tected bike lane is fantastic, especially in co ntrast to  the sectio n o f Fo lso m  just so uth where

it feels like I'm  cheating death.

1 As a driver, the sudden appearance and disappearance o f these lanes is stressful and po tentially dangero us. I

wo nder ho w o ut o f to wn drivers kno w what to  do , especially tho se with visual im pairm ents, o r at night o r in bad

weather. As a cyclist, wo bbly bo llards do n't really m ake a difference - ho w m uch pro tectio n do  they pro vide?

No thing. A co ncrete wall is a different sto ry. The pavem ent o n the bike lanes is ro ugh and unpleasant to  ride o n.

The m arkings are no t universally understo o d and to o  difficult to  interpret while driving o r cycling. I think this

who le idea is m isguided. I just do n't see that this m akes m uch difference fro m  the fo rm er bike lanes. The

pro tected lanes o n Baseline seem  different, ho wever, I'm  no t sure why but tho se are very nice and feel m uch

safer than a regular bike lane.

1 As a neighbo r, we particularly value the m iddle turn lane. It has m ade turning m uch less dangero us fo r cars.

1 As so m eo ne who  lives right o ff this co rrido r (indeed, it's a large part o f the reaso n why I purchased the ho m e I

did), the o riginal change was ho rrifically bad. The current co m pro m ise is no t terrible, but I am  no t terribly happy

with it, either. At the very least the it sho uld be fo ur lanes thro ugh all o f the lights (Mapleto n side o f Pine no t

Spruce).

1 At least yo u rem o ved the o ne car lane fro m  Spruce to  Canyo n. That was abso lutely terrible.

1 Auto  traffic was far to o  fast befo re this treatm ent. Please keep it!

1 Backups, visual clutter

1 Barrier space (no t the bike lane) between bikes and cars seem s alm o st to o  wide in so m e spo ts. As I driver, I felt

pinched, and as a cyclist, I fo und it unnecessary

1 Better pro tectio n fo r cyclists and pedestrians. To o  m any accidents, with o ne fatality two  weeks ago . Please

m ake Fo lso m  safer fo r fo o t and two  wheel traffic!

1 Bike lanes are o ften blo cked by trash cans, o r are dirty, o r to o  narro w. On the so uth end, the lane is in the gutter.

The lanes sho uld extend to  Arapaho e and be widdened/shifted o ut o f the gutter.

1 Bike lanes befo re the change were fine fo r safe bicycle travel

1 Bikers do  no t fo llo w, respect o r even kno w o ur basic rules o f the ro ad. These "enhancem ents" o nly enco urage

reckless and irrespo nsible behavio r by the bikers. Mo re em phasis (ex: licensing bikers) needs to  be put o n biker

co o peratio n...no t driving restrictio ns o n using the ro ads designed fo r drivers.

1 Bo llards sho uld be m o re attractive, and pro tected bike lanes sho uld co ntinue so uth to  CU, no t just sto p at

Spruce.

1 Bo llards. They give a false sense o f security, and co m plicate peripheral input.

1 Bo ulder is gro wing to o  m uch to  take away driving lanes. Peo ple are go nna drive. Even bicyclists. Try co m m uting

to  Denver everyday o r gro cery sho pping o n a bike. I lo ve near Fo lso m  and it's beco m e a pain in the ass, but no t

eno ugh that I'm  go ing to  start riding a bike. It seem s like a passive aggressive way to  get m o re peo ple to  bike. As

far as em issio ns po llutio n go es, peo ple idling in their cars fo r the 10 m o re m inutes it takes them  to  get fro m  A

to  B because they're sitting in traffic creates m o re po llutio n. It's a dum b and no t well tho ught o ut idea. It m ay

wo rk in Mayberry, but Bo ulder's gro wing faster than Mayberry. Did yo u happen to  no tice they built ano ther lane

o n 36. Gee I wo nder why?  Maybe to  help relieve traffic?  Duh.
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1 Bring back the entire pro tected bike lane.

1 Build two 0 tunnels underneath the entire length o f Fo lso m . Streets like Fo lso m  were built fo r m o to rized

vehicles. Let's keep them  safe fro m  o ther fo rm s o f transpo rtatio n. If it weren't fo r m o to rized vehicles, we

wo uld o nly have paths to  be used by pedestrians, bikes, etc. To  m ix the two  m o des o f transpo rtatio n is

dangero us be dangero us to  bo th.

1 Car travel is getting denser and denser as City po pulatio n beco m es denser. The bike paths are aweso m e and I

use them  o ften but we need m o re pro tected lanes o n o r alo ng streets which bike paths do n't serve.

1 Cars are far less likely to  drift into  the bike lane. I've had clo se (and co ntinue to  have clo se) enco unters wherever

there aren't pro tected bike lanes. A lo t o f it is distracted driving with fo lks o n their pho nes. Better po lice

enfo rcem ent wo uld REALLY help. I so  rarely see traffic sto ps in Bo ulder

1 Cars need m o re space and the co ngestio n o n Fo lso m  fro m  lo sing an entire lane is ro ugh and m ade co m m uting

even lo nger fo r so m e.

1 Center turn lane is go o d, but the "pro tective po les" are difficult to  m aneuver.

1 Change between spruce and pine

1 Co ntrary to  the vo cal bicycling co m m unity, we the drivers o f Bo ulder wo uld prefer to  see the o riginal

arrangem ent returned so  that we can all have hassle free access to  the entire length o f Fo lso m  (so uth o f

Valm o nt to  the university).

1 Distracting to  bo th drivers and riders. Anno ying to  residents.

1 Driving alo ng this sectio n is m uch better. Fo ur lanes was to o  tight fo r this sectio n. I was always afraid o f getting

side-swiped by the vehicle next to  m e. No w I have fewer things to  wo rry abo ut, and I do n't have to  wo rry abo ut a

bicyclist swerving o ut because their lane is to o  narro w.

1 Due to  lim ited lighting o f street lights, this sectio n can be rather dark at night. The reflective po sts between the

car lane and bike lane is therefo re an excellent safety feature. I no tice it m o re as a driver, and it m akes m e feel

m o re co m fo rtable when I'm  biking o r driving.

1 During high traffic tim es when I have to  cro ss Fo lso m  to  reach m y wo rk in So uth Bo ulder, it can take 5 m inutes

to  get acro ss Fo lso m  with o nly o ne lane in each directio n. Causes m e to  run late.

1 Enable bicycle riders as m uch as po ssible witho ut im pacting auto m o bile traffic.

1 Even tho ugh I am  a cyclist prim arily, I think the po sts are dangero us to  drivers and cyclists. I like the "pro tective

strip" o n o utside o f the bike lanes. As a driver, trying to  turn right at Canyo n and especially Valm o nt

(no rthbo und) is extrem ely co m plicated. As a cyclist, tho se intersectio ns/right turn lanes are DANGEROUS! Get

rid o f the po sts and weird right turns.

1 Expand further so uth to  CU cam pus. Mo re barriers.

1 Expand it and resurface the street.

1 Extend two  travel lanes with pro tected bike lanes to  the no rth, as it was in the o riginal test

1 Far safer fo r bikes! I have alm o st been hit to o  m any tim es o n m y bike in Bo ulder!
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1 Feels like m o re car traffic, but m y trips aren't no ticeable lo nger in a car. Biking feels m uch safer.

1 Feels safer and easier to  get to  do wnto wn o n m y bike.

1 Feels safer to  ride. I ride with m y kid in a trailer. I feel safe riding with him  in this setup, but no t in the traditio nal

bike setup.

1 Find the plastic bo llards visually anno ying Painted lines m ight be to tally adequate

1 Fo lso m  is a busy thro ugh street. Play aro und with streets that are no t used that o ften.

1 Fo lso m  is a dangero us ro ad fo r bikes fro m  Arapaho e to  Pearl. Fo ur lanes is m o re dangero us than 2. An

unpro tected bike lane is m o re dangero us than a pro tected bike lane.

1 Fo r m edical reaso ns, I need to  ride a tricycle, which is m uch wider than a bicycle. The current treatm ent pro vides

m e with the space I need while allo wing bicyclists to  pass m e, since I am  slo wer than m o st.

1 Fo r ro ughly a few blo cks, a wider bike lane is pro vided - which, in and o f itself, wo uld no t induce anyo ne to  ride a

bike o n this ro ute. So  why slo w vehicular traffic fo r a dubio us benefit?

1 Fo r safety, bicyclists sho uld be allo wed to  use sidewalks.

1 Fro m  Spruce no rth, there isn't as m uch traffic as so uth o f Spruce, so  lo sing a car lane there isn't as m uch o f a

pro blem  fo r traffic. I can't rem em ber what yo u did at the intersectio n o f Valm o nt and Fo lso m  when go ing no rth,

but I do  think there needs to  be a separate turn lane than straight lane like it was befo re. If that isn't in place, that is

a place fo r refinem ent. I also  never liked the weird intersectio n at Spruce and Fo lso m  go ing so uth when yo u

have to  m ake the left o nto  Spruce. It is still clum sy to  m e.

1 Fro m  a bikers pro spective, the pro tected bike lane is no t necessary. I felt safe with just the regular bike lane. All

bikers sho uld be o n the defense and aware o f cars aro und them  when biking in bike lanes when cars are aro und.

Fo lso m  has beco m e a m ain co rrido r in Bo ulder and canno t suppo rt the traffic it handles with less car lanes. The

o ne po sitive I do  see is the turning lane, this is safe fo r drivers and keeps traffic m o ving.

1 Get rid o f the o bstacles to  vehicle traffic. It's a terrible idea, specio usly im plem ented, and has o nly served to

divert traffic o nto  o ther no rth-so uth arteries.

1 Given the curve and elevatio n change o f this stretch o f Fo lso m , the striped bike lane wasn't sufficient to  pro vide

safe travel. Cars ro utinely drive o ver the speed lim it, and m any wo uld wander into  the bike lane go ing aro und

the curves and o ver the sm all rise in the ro ad.

1 Glad busier sectio n o f Fo lso m  (so uth o f Spruce) went back to  4 lanes to  acco m m o date auto m o bile traffic.

1 Go  back to  o riginal co nfiguratio n,befo re any changes were m ade

1 Go  back to  the BEFORE way: Fo ur travel lanes and co nventio nal bike lanes. I have been lo o king, but I have rarely

seen anyo ne riding a bicycle o n Fo lso m  in the area in questio n befo re o r after the "wro ng-sizing." This seem s to

be yet ano ther fo o lhardy "so lutio n" in search o f a pro blem .

1 Go  back to  what it was.

1 Having the "curvy" sectio n o f Fo lso m  with an extra wide bicycle lane is im po rtant fo r safety reaso ns. The sticks

are no t needed and are unsightly.
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1 Having two  lanes m o ved m o re no rth -so uth traffic to  28th street m aking it m o re co ngested and m o re at tim es

at lights. The Only o ther N-S tho ro ugh fares are 3o th St, Bro adway and Fo o thills.

1 Headed in the So uth directio n, even casual bicycles are alm o st go ing the speed o f car traffic. There needs to  be

a pro tected bike lane to  pro tect cyclist fro m  car users who  believe that they can safely go  abo ve the speed lim it

appro aching the traffic lights near the Pearl intersectio n.

1 I am  a cyclist, and this is m o re dangero us fo r cyclists than it was with the co nventio nal bike lanes. It is to o  tight an

area fo r bo th cars and bikes with the new "pro tected" bike lanes. And visibility is no t go o d fo r when cars are

trying to  m ake a right turn and cro ss the bike lane.

1 I am  o ver 65. I do  no t bike fo r reaso ns o f physical lim itatio ns. Bus service fo r errands wo uld take days. When

yo u do wnsized the lanes, yo u definitely alienated us o lder fo lks. We need a better bus system . To o  bad we so ld

sho rt o n the rail system  to  Denver, to o .

1 I avo id Fo lso m  at all co sts. I'll drive o ut o f m y way, I do n't care.

1 I avo id that sectio n o f Fo lso m  so  I do n't have to  deal with the pro tected bike lane

1 I believe it is actually m o re dangero us fo r cyclists no w. In the evenings m any cyclists ride in dark clo thing

witho ut lights. It is difficult fo r cars wishing to  turn right fro m  Fo lso m  o nto  Valm o nt to  see these riders.

1 I can't really co m m ent because I do n't ride m y bike o n this street, and rarely drive it. I do n't m ind co nventio nal

bike lanes, but pro tected is always better if appro priate.

1 I co m m ute daily o n this sectio n o n m y bike. Befo re the pro tected lanes, I always felt this sectio n was unsafe,

because cars wo uld cut to o  clo se to  the bike lane. No w it's terrific. I also  see very little delay fo r the cars thro ugh

this sectio n, so  it's a win win fo r everyo ne.

1 I do  no t see the wider bike lanes being utilized. Bike riders still diso bey traffic laws as they always have. I still see

near accidents because the striping and signage is co nfusing. The green stanchio ns are an eyeso re

1 I do  no t think they im pro ved safety.

1 I do n't believe all streets sho uld be Multi use. Leave key co rrido rs fo r auto s and put bike lanes o n seco ndary

ro ads o r hightlight existing bike paths fo r cyclists. This is the best o f bo th wo rlds.

1 I do n't like the bo llards at all. Near intersectio ns, cars can't tell m e what they are do ing by sliding o ver and have to

turn to o  sharply acro ss m y path.

1 I do n't see any po int in having "pro tected" bike lanes o n o ne ro ad when they aren't (and can't be) o n all. And

Bo ulder can't affo rd to  lo se traffic lanes to day!

1 I do n't think it m akes any difference fo r the bikers, but it do es keep the speeders fro m  racing ahead until they

reach Pearl go ing so uth bo und and m aybe even a bit no rth bo und.

1 I do n't travel this sectio n o f fo lso m  o ften, but when I do  auto  traffic do esn't seem  to  be affected by the

m o dificatio n.

1 I drive and bike it alm o st every day. wo rks well fo r bo th.
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1 I drive this street abo ut twice each day. I o ften seen traffic co ngestio n. I rarely seen a bicyclist. I feel that we've

created a pro blem , no t so lved o ne.

1 I feel a lo t safer biking o n ro ads that have pro tected bike lanes. If we want to  keep traffic m anageable with the

trend o f lo ng-term  po pulatio n gro wth, biking needs to  be an accessible transpo rtatio n o ptio n. Making ro ads

m o re accessible to  cyclists wo uld reduce the num bers o f peo ple who  co m m ute by car.

1 I feel m uch safer o n m y bike. When I have driven this ro ute, I have no t no ticed any inco nvenience fro m  having

o ne lane o f travel instead o f two  (in m y directio n).

1 I feel m uch, m uch safer with the pro tected bike lanes.

1 I feel safer o n m y bike with the pro tected bike lanes and thus I am  m o re likely to  leave m y car behind and ride m y

bike to  run errands and get aro und to wn.

1 I feel safer ride a bike and I feel safer driving a car.

1 I feel so  m uch safer o n m y bike.

1 I find it busy o n the eyes fo r m e as a driver. And it seem s like a huge waste o f space fo r ano ther lane as there is

to o  m uch traffic.

1 I find that I drive m o re slo wly and safely with the o ne-lane co nfiguratio n.

1 I have a pro blem  with bikes co m ing alo ng side m e when I have m y blinker o n fo r a right hand turn and I have to

sto p so  that I do n't run o ver them . Who  has the right o f way in this situatio n?

1 I have been riding in Bo ulder since I was a kid in the 1970's and currently wo rk 2 blo cks o ff Fo lso m . There are

so m e risks with riding in bike lanes but I've never felt unsafe, and I believe the dedicated lane was great but do

no t see a need fo r a wider space with lane separato rs. Perso nally I wish traffic laws with bicyclists wo uld be

enfo rced. Plus - I do n't think peo ple kno w abo ut the m ulti-use path between Fo lso m  and 28th, which is

aweso m e! I wish m o re peo ple wo uld use it.

1 I have co ntinued to  m o nito r the vo lum e o f bicycle activity o n the sectio n o f Fo lso m  that still has the bike lane

and it do esn't justify its co ntinuance.

1 I have seen cars turn o n to  the street into  the bike lane m ultiple tim es. It is dangero us to  bikes by cars turning

into  the wro ng lane

1 I haven't seen very m any bikes using the lanes and m aking turns is a pain

1 I like the buffer space but wo uld like to  see a m o re attractive treatm ent that adds to  the visual quality o f the

co rrido r, po tentially adds to  cyclists safety, and is less distracting to  drivers

1 I like the way we have it no w.

1 I lo ve the new lanes. This ro ad was bo rderline un-rideable witho ut the new lanes, and no w it's m uch m o re

co m fo rtable to  ride o n. I'm  sure cars will disagree, but I do n't care abo ut their o pinio n - that's what 28th st o r

Bro adway is fo r, so  they can deal with it.

1 I lo ved the pro tected bike lanes--I wasn't pleased when the treatm ent was scaled back.
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1 I m iss the very tem po rary so uthern sectio n o f the treatm ent. that is where I feel m o st endangered o n m y bike,

and it felt safer with the pro tectio n

1 I never liked to  ride that sectio n o f Fo lso m . No w I ride it daily...GREAT IMPROVEMENT!

1 I never see bikers o n this sectio n o f Fo lso m  so  I do n't think the expanded lanes are needed.

1 I never see m any bikes in the bike lanes, at any tim e o f day

1 I prim arily use Fo lso m  as a cyclist, and I really dislike the bo llards and think they need to  be rem o ved. They m ake

it difficult to  pass o ther cyclists safely, which o ccurs frequently in this area due to  peo ple slo wed by the hill.

1 I rarely see a bike alo ng the Fo lso m  St co rrido r. Really the first tim e I saw bikes there was when bike gro ups

were pro m o ting awareness During the co ntro versy o ver clo sure o f car lanes. No w that it's been revised, o nce

again it's seldo m  used. If yo u co m pare o ur transpo rtatio n system  issues against Po rtland yo u pro bably fo und

there seem s no  co m pariso n. Po rtland has such an o utstanding, all enco m passing public transpo rtatio n

netwo rk that car traffic is virtually absent within city lim its. Therefo re bike lanes are easy to  inco rpo rate. I do n't

see ho w Bo ulder can use that as a m o del because RTD can't pro vide that level o f service.

1 I see cars driving o ver tho se things all the tim e, the m ailm an parked inside them  in the bike path, etc. Plus,

m aking Fo lso m  2 lanes is no t go o d.

1 I see very little bicycle traffic o n fo lso m , if riding m y bike i wo uld be m o re likely use 13th st to  walnut to  get to  the

fo lso m  canyo n intersectio n

1 I still ride to  the far right, even with the extra ro o m . The "barriers" pro vide a false sense o f security fo r bo th

vehicles and cyclists, po ssibly leading to  just as m any accidents.

1 I think cyclist are extrem ely rude and o ften dangero us. There are eno ugh streets thru Bo ulder that certain

east/west and no rth/so uth streets sho uld be cyclist o nly except fo r lo cal traffic.

1 I think it wo rks very well and drivers seem  to  have adjusted. I reco m m end extending it No rth and to  include Iris in

the pro gram

1 I think it wo uld be best to  rem o ve the extra wide bike lane between Mapleto n and Spruce. The ro ad is pretty

straight and bikes aren't at risk the sam e way as thro ugh the curves further no rth.

1 I think its GREAT to  pro m o te bike travel and allo wing them  to  feel safer do ing it. I saw fam ilies / girls w/o  helm ets

/ m o re peo ple who  seem ed to  be casual bikers than ever befo re riding in tho se lanes no w!

1 I think the blo ck between Pine and Spruce sho uld be put back to  4 lanes. There is still a lo t o f co ngestio ns with

the lane m erge, the pedestrian cro ssing and the sto p lights at Pearl and Pine.

1 I think the bo llards are a hazard when bikers try to  pass each o ther. Bikers o ften have to  pass o n the driving side

o f the bo llards, which is m o re dangero us than no t having the bo llards.

1 I think the pro ject did no t wo rk. It is difficult during m any tim es o f the day to  turn o nto  Fo lso m  no rth o f Spruce

due to  single file traffic backing up. The causes cars attem pting to  enter Fo lso m  to  blo ck the bike lanes. The bike

lane traffic and safety no rth o f Spruce was never pro blem atic and I do n't see any added safety o r bike-use

pro m o tio n being gained. I think it just is a debacle.
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1 I think the wider/separated bike lane o n the Fo lso m  hill is fine. The area between Pine and Pearl is a m ess

(especially when so m eo ne is cro ssing at Spruce), there are significant back-ups so uthbo und o n the no rth side

o f Valm o nt at least aro und 8 a.m ., and painting the bike lane o n the right edge o f the right turn lane at Valm o nt

creates co nfusio n fo r cyclists heading so uth and drivers turning west.

1 I think these lanes reduce safety o n fo lso m  st. I hate them , get rid o f them  no w!

1 I think yo u are trying to  answer a questio n being asked by a sm all gro up o f peo ple o ver o bjectio ns o f a larger

gro up

1 I understand the po sitive intent behind this pro ject but the expensive experim ents last sum m er were

burdenso m e o n taxpayers. The co st o f erecting and deplo ying new co ntro ls alo ng with having them  rem o ved

was extrao rdinary in co st. The lesso ns-learned were arguably predictable and failed to  really strike a new o r

effective balance in traffic flo w o r safety. At the end o f the day, I wo uld’ve preferred that o ur tax do llars be spent

o n m o re pressing and critical ro ad infrastructure im pro vem ents. There are m any, m any ro ads in and aro und the

City and Co unty o f Bo ulder which are in desperate need o f m aintenance and I’d like to  see the City better

balance its o bligatio n in m aintaining its existing infrastructure, befo re spending m o ney o n pro jects like this.

1 I use fo lso m  during lunch o r near 5PM, frankly do n't see that m uch bicycle traffic to  justify the lane.

1 I was appreciative o f the partial resto rative effo rts and wo uld lo ve to  see co m plete resto ratio n o f ho w the ro ad

was befo re the experim ent.

1 I was disgusted by the whining incessant abo ut the treatm ents. There are lo ts o f car drivers who  do  no t want to

share the ro ad with bikes o r yield to  pedestrians. I also  dro ve that ro ute when the full treatm ent was in and it was

no t that bad, a little slo wer perhaps, but no t that m uch.

1 I was happy with the pro tected lanes that went all the way to  Arapaho e, and so rry yo u rem o ved part o f them . But,

yo u kept the m o st im po rtant part. The hill/curve just so uth o f Balsam /Valm o nt was very dangero us witho ut

pro tectio n.

1 I was in favo r o f pro tected lanes all the way to  Arapaho e

1 I was riding Fo lso m  just abo ut every day o f the week at least o nce per day, so m etim es m o re, until the pro tected

lanes were rem o ved further so uth. It is nice to  have the full pro tected bike lanes in this sectio n but I wo uld ride

the rest o f Fo lso m  m o re o ften, like I did fo r a sho rt tim e, if Pearl to  Arapaho e was fully pro tected.

1 I wo rk o n Fo lso m  and ro de m y bike to  wo rk until m y o rtho pedic issues prevented it.

1 I wo uld at least rem o ve them  fro m  Mapleto n to  Spruce. When I drive in the m o rning, I see vehicle traffic back up

past Bluff fro m  the light at Pine. When I bicycle this area, I do  find it safer o ver the hill, so  I think rem o val fro m

Mapleto n to  Spruce is a nice co m pro m ise.

1 I wo uld have said it was go o d befo re, but I had 2 clo se calls last week o n the bike. Peo ple squeezing into  the bike

lane to  turn into  m cguckins. I had no  where to  go . Just to o  m uch traffic in this to wn.

1 I wo uld like the pro tected bike lane extended no rth and so uthward.

1 I wo uld like to  keep the lanes as currently m arked but rem o ve the po les. As a m o to rist and especially as a

bicyclist I find the po les to  be distracting and po tentially dangero us. The im pede m y ability to  able to  pass slo wer

bicyclist and in so m e cases fo rcing m e to  m o ve into  the vehicle lane to  pass.
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1 I wo uld prefer a bike path o ff street.

1 I wo uld rather have o ne go o d car lane with a separate turn lane. The appearance o f the bike lane with its

utilitarian bo llards co uld be im pro ved.

1 I wo uld start 4 lanes at pine instead o f spruce

1 I wo uld take do wn the bo llards as they are rather unattractive.

1 I'm  m o re co m fo rtable bo th as a driver and a cyclist with the pro tected bike lane.

1 I'm  with the revised structure, but the o riginal bike lanes extending so uth o f Pearl Street were a disaster.

1 I've never felt safer o n Fo lso m !

1 I've ridden this o n bicycle and in a car m any tim es befo re and since the change-- the current co nfiguratio n is

no ticeably safer fo r bo th m eans o f travel. The turn lane is a blessing fo r cars (I live o n Bluff o ff o f Fo lso m  fo r

instance, and that intersectio n is very busy fo r as residential as it is), and cars will go  to o  fast with 4 lanes and an

unpro tected bike lane, very o ften swerving into  the bike lane to  co m pensate fo r their speed. PLEASE PLEASE

KEEP THIS PROTECTED LANE!

1 Id like to  keep it, but m aybe yo u need 2 lanes each way?  Im  no t sure ho w co ngested it gets fo r auto 's during busy

tim es. It m ay be excessive fo r the bike lane to  take up so  m uch space.

1 If yo u are go ing to  keep it, expand to  further bo th No rth and So uth.

1 If yo u reduce the lane yo u m ust increase co ngestio n. This is bad fo r residents, businesses and ro ad users. It was

a bad idea, get rid o f it. In the future rem em ber that yo u are living in a western city with inadequate public

transpo rtatio n. Peo ple will no t be getting o ut o f their cars. Check LA.

1 Im  no t a transpo rt guru, but their have to  be new ideas and reco m m endatio ns to  try.

1 In go o d weather I ro de the previo us alignm ent regularly fo r years in bo th directio ns and never fo und a pro blem

with it. The o nly exceptio n to  this was the awkward transitio n when no rth-bo und acro ss the right-turn-o nly lane

at Valm o nt - and that's no  better o r safer no w. Arguably it is less safe since the lane guidance fo r drivers is no n-

standard and to o  "busy" visually, m aking it co nfusing fo r tho se unfam iliar with the lo cale.

1 Increase PROTECTED bike lanes so  that it extends further than the current circuit.

1 It feels m uch less scary to  bike alo ng Fo lso m  no w thro ugh this area.

1 It is am azing what a difference the wider bike lanes m ake. I no  lo nger have clo se calls with cars veering into  the

bike lane as they speed up the hill while changing lanes to  do dge peo ple hanging o ut in the left lane waiting to

turn. Please keep the wider bike lanes!!

1 It is co nfusing fo r bo th auto  and bike traffic. I frequently see bikes go ing the wro ng directio n im peding bike

traffic.

1 It is dangero us turning so uth fro m  Valm o nt o nto  Fo lso m  because there is a bo llard right in fro nt o f yo u when

yo u turn. Rem o ve that first bo llard.
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1 It is harder to  see bicyclists in the rear view m irro r because tho se green and white po sts are visually distracting.

At least they are o nly o n the ro ad fro m  Valm o nt to  Pine no w.

1 It is im m easurably safer to  bike and turn o nto  Bluff St and Mapleto n with the bike lanes. The traffic still speeds

m aking it a dangero us stretch o f street with the right sizing helping a lo t. I live o n Fo lso m . If peo ple do n't like that

they have to  slo w do wn their cars, they sho uld take ano ther street. Tho se o f us who  use and live o n Fo lso m  with

o ur kids and pets, feel m uch safer.

1 It is im perative to  pro m o te alternative transpo rtatio n and curb green ho use em issio ns, we need m o re o f this!

1 It is m uch m o re co m fo rtable to  ride here!

1 It is m uch safer to  have a center turning lane o n Fo lso m . There are far fewer accidents and near m isses with the

center turning lane. Please keep it!

1 It is po intless to  have it fo r o nly two  blo cks. And having it larger was a co m plete disaster. Just dum p it.

1 It m akes m e sad that the separato rs near Pearl were rem o ved.

1 It m ay be to o  early to  tell. A year's wo rth o f experience wo uld be useful. I am  also  co ncerned abo ut increasing

po pulatio n and its needs. Develo pm ent within the city seem s to  be steadily increasing, bringing with it m o re

trips.

1 It seem s to  wo rk well fo r cyclists and better fo r m o to rists no w.

1 It was no t necessary. Co nventio nal bike lanes were fine. Waste o f city m o ney. Return to  4 lanes with

co nventio nal bike lanes.

1 It was unnecessary.. there's no t eno ugh bikes befo re o r after to  justify the change.

1 It's ho rrible fo r a car, I go  alo ng Fo lso m  to  sho p at Spro uts, to o  m any gro ceries fo r the bike. No w I go  to

Spro uts in Lafayette, easier than the o ne in Bo ulder.

1 It's im po rtant to  enco urage bike riding. The added safety is helpful. I wo uld like to  see m o re aesthetically

pleases dividers.

1 It's seem s OK but do n't expand.

1 It's very pleasant riding a bicycle o n these wider, pro tected bike lanes.

1 Keep and expand so uth. Perhaps no rth to o . I think i like the separatio n such as we have o n University west o f

Bro adway, where o n-street parking is between m o to r vehicles and bikes.

1 Keep and extend.

1 Keep bicycles and cars separate, teach drivers ho w to  use the left lane as a passing lane, no t a driving lane, teach

everyo ne the laws that apply to  bicyclists, do  no t increase vehicular traffic (ergo , co ngestio n, frustratio n,

po llutio n, and accidents, etc.) by taking away their space and giving it to  bicycles, which are an o rder o f

m agnitude less in size and then so m e in num bers.
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1 Keep the pro tected bike lanes! This enco urages m o re cycling, especially in tho se who  wo uld be hesitant to  ride

o n city streets. As o ur city gro ws, this will help ensure the health o f o ur po pulatio n with less ro ad co ngestio n as

m o re peo ple bike, less po llutio n and m o re peo ple living an active lifestyle.

1 Keep the sectio n pictured, but go  back to  the o riginal plan with o ne traffic lane and pro tected bike lanes fro m

Spruce to  Arapaho e.

1 Keep!

1 Keep, but do  no t extend

1 Lanes are no t well labelled turning so uth fro m  Edgewo o d o nto  Fo lso m . Merge lane no rthbo und when two -lane

turns into  o ne lane is to o  sho rt; a right turn lane there m ight be better. Plo wing sno w and ice into  the shared

center lane elim inates pro tected left turns.

1 Like pro tected bike lanes!

1 Lo ve it

1 Lo ve it- I feel so  m uch safer as a pedestrian and bicyclist. I prefer it fo r driving to o  as I do n't feel like I am

cro wding cyclists.

1 Lo ve the pro tected bike lanes! They feel so  m uch safer. I'm  willing to  take m y kids o n them , which I wo uld no t

befo re.

1 Lo ve this stretch o f ro ad! I cho o se Fo lso m  o ver o ther no rth-so uth ro utes (e.g., 30th street), fo r co m m uter

biking AND recreatio nal riding in lycra, because the lane is wide, and cars go  m o re slo wly, which m akes it feel

m o re safe.

1 Make a raise bikeway o r separate with curbs.

1 Make perm anent by installing bio swales in the buffer zo ne, with drainage slo ping to  this zo ne fro m  bo th the

bike lane and the general purpo se lane. Beautify with landscaping, planters, etc.

1 Merge lanes cause to o  m uch co nfusio n; bike lanes were sufficient befo re; no t eno ugh cyclists to  warrant the

pro tected lanes. Just no t necessary

1 Mo re pro tected bike lanes, please...

1 My neighbo rho o d is a bit quieter no w, and biking a lo t m o re safe and enjo yable.

1 Negative im pact o n vehicle traffic

1 New bicycle riders that weren't riding befo re are still no t riding. Auto  traffic at no rthbo und Spruce and Fo lso m  is

m uch m o re co ngested with large am o unts o f tim e idling to  get acro ss the single lane o f so uthbo und auto

traffic.
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1 No ne o f these o ptio ns m atter at all to  m e. I travel No rth-So uth thro ugh the center o f to wn o n a daily basis, but

avo id this area entirely because there is no  way to  get safely during rush ho ur fro m  the Bo ulder Creek Multi-use

Path to  where the rem aining po rtio n o f the Living-Lab separated bike lanes begin. Witho ut a co nnectio n further

so uth, no ne o f this m atters to  m e at all as I have no  access to  it. It seem s like it this m ight be very nice fo r tho se

living in the no rth part o f to wn. I wo uld suppo rt the refinem ent o f the strategy, but extending it so uth wo uld

allo w m e to  use this. Right no w, I never bike o n Fo lso m  - if I need to  go  to  this area, I drive.

1 No rthbo und auto m o bile traffic backs-up appro aching Pearl Street. So uthbo und traffic backs-up appro aching

Valm o nt Street.

1 Often to  m ake a left turn to  go  west o n Pine, it is necessary to  wait until the light changes and dash acro ss. This is

at heavy use tim es.

1 Only allo w such Single file riding And trim  the trees in that o verhang the lane

1 Or expand them  to  ho w it was last sum m er!

1 PLEASE KEEP the pro tected bike lanes! We went fro m  never using this part o f Fo lso m  to  biking it alm o st every

day to  scho o l because o f the changes!

1 Painted ro ad surfaces are slippery when wet and dangero us. The do uble lines go ing o vert the hill fro m  Valm o nt

to  Spruce do  give go o d spacing fo r the cyclist in that sectio n. The white po sts m ake sno w rem o val pro blem atic.

The turn lanes are an im pro vem ent fo r traffic flo w. I an no t a fan o f the right sizing o n m ain Tho ro ughfares such

as Fo lso m  o r Iris ave. I am  a lo ng tim e cyclist.

1 Pave the bicycle lane so  that the surface is even. Keep the buffered bike lane. Keep the bo llards.

1 Peo ple always went far faster than the 30 m ph o n that stretch. And, the narro wer lanes m eant so m e unsafe

passing. I think traffic is paced m o re appro priately no w. The o nly glitchy part is the funnel fro m  2 to  1 lane go ing

No rthbo und fro m  Pearl.

1 Peo ple swerve into  the bike lanes all the tim e.

1 Please co nsider m o re perm anent separated (planters, grade separated, curb between traffic and lane,

co ntinuo us bike lane stained co ncrete)

1 Please extend the pro tected bike lanes fro m  Valm o nt all the way so uth to  Arapaho e Avenue. The current

unpro tected bike lines are scary aro und the intersectio ns with pine, pearl and walnut streets

1 Please extend the pro tected bike lanes to  the Bo ulder Creek Path. The co nnectio n fro m  the Go o se Creek path

to  the Bo ulder Creek path is im po rtant.

1 Please m ake HARD barriers as part o f pro tected bike lanes. There lanes are no t actually pro tected. In additio n, if

yo u intend to  keep these lanes, please expand them  to  m o re o f Fo lso m . Yo u canno t expect co m pete use if it's

o nly a few blo cks.

1 Please please keep. It is so  m uch safer. It m akes Fo lso m  available fo r m o re than just cars. Thank yo u.

1 Please please please keep these. I feel SO m uch safer bike co m m uting. I also  feel safer as a driver with bikes all

aro und.
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1 Prio r to  the expanded Ike lanes, it was very co m m o n fo r cars to  veer into  the bike lanes o n the curves o n that

part o f fo lso m

1 Pro tected bike lanes have im pro ved bicycling experience and safety in this area. They have no t negatively

im pacted m y experience driving.

1 Pro tected lanes need to  be expanded even to  co nduct an experim ent.

1 Put back in the pro tected lanes yo u to re o ut!

1 Reinstall the bike infrastructure that was rem o ved fro m  Fo lso m .

1 Rem o ve at least back to  Mapleto n so uthbo und because traffic still backs up starting at pine. Unless yo u really

just want to  punish tho se o f us who  need to  use a car.

1 Rem o ve bo llards and cho o se ano ther No rth, So uth ro ute fo r a bicycle lane. As a bicyclist I try to  avo id busy

streets like Fo lso m

1 Rem o ve o r at least refine. I do n't think the rem o val o f the car lane has im pro ved traffic flo w fo r bicycles o r their

safety. What these zo nes have do ne tho ugh is turn so m e o f o ur city streets into  ugly perm anent co ne zo nes

rather than the attractive, pleasant streets yo u'd want to  use with any m o de o f transpo rtatio n. The co nes create

issues fo r sno w rem o val as well while do  no thing to  truly m ake the bike lane safer (they're certainly no t go ing to

sto p a car). Maybe they do  reduce traffic by elim inating the desire fo r anyo ne to  use tho se streets. I certainly

do n't enjo y them  and avo id them  unless necessary and when I have, I've never seen eno ugh bicycle traffic to

warrant the lo ss o f a car lane.

1 Rem o ve parking, then yo u have plenty o f ro o m  fo r bike lanes

1 Rem o ve the bo llards, they m ake it difficult fo r cyclists to  pass o ther cyclists.

1 Rem o ve the bo llards.

1 Rem o ve the bo llards. They o ffer a false sense o f security while pro viding no  physical pro tectio n. They also

im po se increased co gnitive pro cessing burdens o n drivers due to  being clo ser than a cyclist and therefo re

having a higher angular rate o f m o tio n within a driver's field o f view. So  the driver fo cuses o n them  rather than

the cyclist.

1 Rem o ve the plastic po les. They m ake it to o  difficult to  pass slo wer riders and are unnecessary.

1 Rem o ve the po sts, they prevent bikes fro m  passing safely & cause a safety issue when m aking a left turn o n a

bike. Return to  4 lanes Spruce to  Pine.

1 Replace bo llards with hardscape, m ake it feel perm anent

1 Resto re pro tected bike lane o n the so uth part o f the pro ject

1 Resto re the ro ad to  the num ber o f auto  lanes that existed befo re the pilo t pro ject.

1 Return Fo lso m  to  fo ur lanes and co nventio nal bike lanes.

1 Return to  2 travel lanes AND keep bike lanes pro tected .
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1 Return to  the fo ur lane co nfiguratio n.

1 Right turn at Valm o nt is difficult

1 Right-sizing o n Fo lso m  has been a disaster! The city sho uld m eet the needs o f the vast m ajo rity o f residents

who  use cars. Fo lso m  is a m ajo r artery fo r car traffic and needs to  stay that way. Very few bikers use the bike

lanes co m pared with the huge num ber o f peo ple who  use cars.

1 STOP WASTING $$ ON PROJECTS LIKE THIS

1 Safety is no t an issue. Only 1/5 o r 1/10 bicyclists wear helm uts--so  safety is no t a co ncern fo r them . The

previo us bike lane was as safe as the current "treatm ent" and far less ugly.

1 Seem s no t to  im pede traffic so  far alo ng this sectio n (Valm o nt to  Spruce, tho ugh it is dicey fro m  Pine to  Pearl

and this just adds to  the co nfusio n) -- it was a co ngested m ess, ho wever, when reco nfiguratio n was fro m  Spruce

to  Arapaho e. Glad the City rem o ved that sectio n. Please be co nsiderate o f the fact that no t all Bo ulder residents

are able to  travel by bicycle. It was elitist to  place burdens o n tho se caring fo r fam ily m em bers and needing

vehicles fo r errands o r travel, fo r tho se who  are elderly, fo r tho se who  are sick o r disabled, fo r tho se who  do n't

live and wo rk (bo th) in Bo ulder, etc.

1 Seem s to  wo rk very well, and the pro tected bike lanes are where Fo lso m  has less traffic. The center left turn

lane m akes driving safer avo iding peo ple drifting o ver the center line.

1 Sho w rules fo r shared lanes and turning acro ss bike lane (car) and turning acro ss traffic (bike). And dealing w

bikes traveling o n side walk pretending to  be a vehicle and no t a pedestrian.

1 So  m uch better than befo re! Befo re it felt to tally unsafe to  bike this stretch. Need to  extend it back do wn to

Canyo n again.

1 So , yo u o nly m ake changes when so m ething is bro ken. I do n't think bikes are safer to day than befo re and yo u

are giving up two  traffic lanes fo r cars, which use this a lo t m o re than bikes.

1 So rry, we are a wo rld o f cars.

1 Sto p pro tected lane at Bluff, and m o ve so uth bo und bike traffic to  23rd. Make 23rd a m ajo r no rth so uth bike

ro ute and blo ck streets at o ne end to  lim it car traffic.

1 THIS IS MUCH SAFER THAN BEFORE.

1 That bike lane is prepo stero usly huge. It sho uld go  back to  a 4-lane ro ad.

1 The am o unt o f bikers I see in the lane vs. cars seem s to  m e to  be greatly unbalanced fo r the space allo cated to

the bikers. Furtherm o re, there is a bike path very clo se by that can be used o r less travelled streets if desired by

bikers.

1 The am o unt o f use do es no t warrant the reductio n o f the vehicle lanes. There are to o  few streets in Bo ulder and

the present bike lanes and the sidewalks can handle the bike traffic.

1 The barriers prevent cars fro m  speeding into  the bike lane o n the co rners. Also  keeps cyclists o ut o f the car

travel lane,
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1 The bicycle lanes are great and I like it with the current sho rter co nfiguratio n vs the pro tected lane all the way

thro ugh Canyo n. The cars turning thro ugh the pro tected lane felt scary and unsafe, especially o n the west side

o f Fo lso m  at Walnut Street. Thank yo u fo r rem o ving that area. I think the flo w fo r everyo ne feels better, safer,

and m o re predictable no w. The auto  lane m arkings o n No rth bo und Fo lso m  just so uth o f Valm o nt feel wo nky

and cro o ked. They unnecessarily curve to  the right fo r cars co ntinuing straight. Also , the left turn lane o n sam e

side o f intersectio n is to o  sho rt. Please fix, if po ssible.

1 The bike lane is great. I have changed m y ro ute just to  use it. This gets bikes o ff busy street (30th) and o n to  safe

streets. KEEP IT!!!!!!

1 The bike lane is o k but the pylo ns suck

1 The bike lanes are plenty wide witho ut the bo llards. Plus, go ing no rth o n Fo lsum , very dangero us/unsafe

transitio n to  o ne lane between Spruce and Pine.

1 The bike lanes were fine befo re. I never felt in danger riding in the co nventio nal bike lanes. I like the center turn

lane, But two  lanes is no t eno ugh to  handle the traffic in that area.

1 The bo llards are still upright here, but in the Baseline sectio n, bo llards have fallen do wn and are left lying do wn

near the bike path and sidewalk. The o nes o n Fo lso m  are newer, but it seem s likely that they will fo llo w their

Baseline co unterparts by beco m ing rando m  elem ents o f ro ad and path debris as tim e go es by. Why bo ther with

them ?

1 The bo llards do  m ake it difficult to  pass slo wer bikes. With m o re riders, there is greater diversity o f cruising

speeds.

1 The bo llards sticking o ut o f the street are ugly alo ng with dirt and debris that co llects between them . Makes the

street lo o k unkem pt and m essy.

1 The center lane and bo llards were a disaster. I'm  surprised yo u keep wasting the taxpayers m o ney trying to

reinstate such a m anipulative and dangero us plan.

1 The center turn lane is a go o d safety feature alo ng with the greater separatio n fro m  bikes.

1 The co nventio nal bike lanes were just fine with fo ur travel lanes fo r cars. This is sim ply to o  tight an area fo r bo th

cars and bikes, particularly when cars are trying to  m ake a right turn. Let m e em phasize that I am  an avid cyclist

and I avo id this area if at all po ssible.

1 The current co nfiguratio n is m uch safer and co m fo rtable fo r cyclists!

1 The current fo rm  actually addresses pro blem s that existed befo re. The o riginal co nfiguratio n was a disaster.

1 The experim ent was no t allo wed adequate tim e to  dem o nstrate its utility o n the co m plete sectio n

1 The extra bike lane space is especially nice go ing o ver the hill just so uth o f go o se creek path. Previo usly I

avo ided that stretch o f Fo lso m  St but no w it is m y daily co m m ute.

1 The first "experim ent" o n Fo lso m  was a disaster! Please do n't try any m o re single car lanes o n o ur streets. Like

it o r no t, we need ro ads fo r cars!

1 The green and white flex hits seem  to  co nfuse peo ple. What m essage are yo u trying to  send by using different

co lo rs to  do  the sam e thing?
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1 The idea o f the lanes is great - but they are bo ttlenecking traffic and m aking it very dangero us in so m e spo ts fo r

bo th cars and bikes.

1 The inefficiency o f this design and the effect o n the m ajo rity o f users fo r the sake o f a few unjustified. Add to  that

em ergency services are unable to  use Fo lso m  during peak ho urs because o f hardscaping that is still in place and

preventing the pro m ised center turn lane, a defect that was kno wn and igno red in this plan, and yo u have a

recipe fo r disaster. Bike safety wo uld be vastly m o re enhanced if the City started issuing tickets to  bikers that

ro utinely flaunt the law and act in risky, irrespo nsible fashio n. I wo uld like to  see the co m piled data regarding the

effect o f this pro ject o n biker injuries, since that was a m ain selling po int. In 50 years o f biking in Bo ulder I've

never had a clo se call because I get alo ng; the current debate abo ut safety igno res the behavio r o f bikers to day,

who  believe they are entitled to  do  nearly anything. If yo u want safety, enfo rce law.

1 The lanes are seldo m  used. Many bikers use the sidewalk even with the new lanes. Traffic is co ngested at certain

tim es o f the day.

1 The lo ss o f the seco nd lane o n Fo lso m  has m ade travel there slo wer and m o re stressful. Yo u slo w do wn

tho usands o f vehicles per day to  im pro ve the experience o f at m o st a few hundred cyclists per day. This is no t a

fair tradeo ff.

1 The m erge o f the two  no rthbo und lanes at Pine Street is no t sm o o th when there's any kind o f traffic. Adjusting

the tim ing o f the traffic light at Pine Street m ight help.

1 The m erging o f car traffic fro m  two  lanes to  o ne by Spruce St. causes dangero us co nditio ns fo r cars. The m erge

is so  sho rt and sudden, cars are o ften at risk o f hitting each o ther.

1 The no rthbo und intersectio n o f Fo lso m  and Valm o nt needs wo rk. The right turn o nly lane is o bstructed by the

barriers until far to o  late. This m akes drivers have to  turn into  that late very quickly, which endangers bikers

m o re than befo re. The rest o f the pro ject is great, but that part o f the intersectio n is ho rrible. The bikers and

drivers need to  be able to  m erge early and prepare fo r the intersectio n. By fo rcing m erging last m inute, there

are m any distractio ns heading into  that intersectio n that m ake it m uch m o re dangero us.

1 The o ld bike lanes were adequate. The bo llards are bo rderline idio tic!

1 The o nly street I feel safe riding m y bike in Bo ulder

1 The po sts are very distracting visually. Also . sno w rem o val was a pro blem . It was plo wed to  the m iddle which is

fine but a lo t o f sno w was stuck by the po sts, m aking the o ne lane narro wer and m o re dangero us.

1 The pro tected bike lane alleviates m y wo rry abo ut cars m o ving into  m e. Just to day I watched m y wife get

squeezed by a car that wanted to  turn right into  McGuckin's but didn't want to  yield to  her even tho ugh she was

lo o king thro ugh the passenger windo w. The bo llards and extra stripping m akes a difference no rth o f Spruce.

1 The pro tected bike lanes are great in the warm er m o nths, ho wever, biking this stretch o f Fo lso m  with sno w o n

the gro und, I fo und the bike lanes to  be im passable (no t plo wed) and I ended up riding in the car traffic lanes

because they were less sno wy/icy.

1 The pro tected bike lanes are great! Definitely the place I feel the safest when riding m y bike places.

1 The pro tected bike lanes are m uch safer fo r bikers and the turn lane keeps cars m o ving.

1 The pro tected bike lanes sho uld go  all the way to  Arapaho e alo ng Fo lso m .
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1 The pro tected bike lanes significantly im pro ved safety alo ng this sectio n. Especially thro ugh the curved sectio n

where previo usly vehicles o ften drifted acro ss the white line into  the bike lane. I have also  no ticed a significant

im pro vem ent no rth bo und at Valm o nt. The reduced m erge sectio n where the right turn lane cro sses the bike

lane has alm o st co m pletely elim inated instances o f vehicles "buzzing" m e as they m ake right turns by fo rcing

the vehicles to  cro ss the bike lane m o re slo wly in a sho rter distance.

1 The pro tected lane m akes it so  m uch safer to  bike.

1 The pro tected lanes are no t any m o re used o r effective than the o ld lanes. The car turn lane at Fo lso m  to  go  East

o n Pine is no w a nightm are.

1 The pro tected lanes are the o nly part o f Fo lso m  I will ride o n m y bike. It's alm o st m uch m o re pleasant to  walk

there because cars do n't drive so  fast co m pared to  the o ther parts o f Fo lso m .

1 The pylo ns are unsightly. We had a perfectly go o d bike lane befo re and no w this entire setup m akes traffic

wo rse. Mo re traffic, m o re co ngestio n, m o re po llutio n. Why can't cyclists be enco uraged to  use a less traveled

street like 19th street, Intersectio n o f Fo lso m  and Valm o nt sho uld be fixed at a m inim um . No  turn lane right

anym o re.

1 The rem o val o f auto  lane and additio n o f "pro tected" bike lanes was pure idio cy.

1 The restricted auto  lanes fro m  Valm o nt to  Spruce are fine, and in fact have the very desirable effect o f slo wing

traffic vo lum e and speed co m ing do wn the sm all hill and curve near Bluff St. Ho wever, I do  think Fo lso m  sho uld

have fo ur auto  lanes so uth o f Pearl, as the revised schem e no w has.

1 The sectio n o f Fo lso m  which was reduced to  2 lanes is m o stly residential. Prio r to  the changes cars regularly

exceeded the speed lim it. The change has been beneficial fo r m o re than just bicyclists.

1 The separated bike lanes are great. Yes, they m ake cycling m o re pleasant, but m o re im po rtantly they hum anize

the auto  traffic. The lane co nfiguratio n seem s to  co ntro l the ram pant speeding o n this sectio n.

1 The separated bike lanes have been spectacular. I live o n Fo lso m  and have seen a dram atic increase in bicycle

users. Biking is safer with the separated bike lanes. Traffic no ise is do wn m aking Fo lso m  a m o re livable area. I

can see in drivers' habits and o n their faces that stress is do wn. Befo re, drivers had to  gun it when pulling o nto

Fo lso m  because peo ple were driving 11 m ph o ver the lim it. Speeds are no w calm ed. The center turn lane is

highly effective as it allo ws traffic to  keep o n ro lling, like ants in a line. Befo re it was stressful fo r drivers when a

car had to  sto p and blo ck the left lane to  m ake a turn. Cars behind the sto pped car had to  wait and then gun it into

the right lane. This no  lo nger happens.

1 The shift fro m  4 to  2 do esn't wo rk very well where it is.

1 The single car lane leads to  pretty lo ng back ups during high travel tim es such as rush ho ur. I have also  seen cars

stray into  the bike lane because the flexible bo llards are co nfusing.

1 The so o ner this particular pro ject is abando ned, the so o ner I'll fo rget ho w City Co uncil go t bo ught by special

interests. Sho w so m e respo nsibility, because yo u want to  be re-elected. Or, because the vast m ajo rity o f

citizens were inco nvenienced by tho se ho lier-than-tho u few.

1 The tem po rary treatm ent is very unattractive.

1 The turn lanes r better than befo re

Count Response



1 The two  lanes with center lane and pro tected bike lane is fine o n Fo lso m  to wards Valm o nt. It gets way to

co ngested o nce yo u get to  pearl up to  Arapaho e

1 The vertical plastic barrier things are visually cluttered and I do n't think they really help.

1 There are rearely bikes using it and cars do n't have go o d o ptio ns fo r transversing to wn witho ut traffic backups

except Fo lso m  (prio r to  the bike lane fiasco )

1 There has been a negative im pact o n traffic yet I have no t seen any real increase in bicycle use - and virtually no

increase in the targeted dem o graphics o f o lder individuals o r fam ilies. I do  no t see m any co m m uters - m o stly

spo rt riders. I still see bicyclists using the sidewalk instead o f the ro ad as well. I wo uld be curio us to  kno w ho w

m uch o f the vehicle traffic has m o ved to  adjacent streets.

1 There is TOO MUCH VISUAL CLUTTER o n this po rtio n o f Fo lso m  no w, and it's distracting as a driver. Also , the

m iddle "turning lane" isn't being used in its "highest and best usefulness". Traffic co uld be eased and the ro ad

wo uld beco m e safer if we had 4 driving lanes and the o ld style bike lane

1 There is no  pro tectio n pro vided. It's as effective as having a bum per sticker that says "be safe."

1 There is very little bicycle traffic. The co ngestio n fo r drivers is no t warranted.

1 These pro tected bike lanes sho uld co ntinue so uth beyo nd Spruce, please

1 They are an eyeso re and a co m plete waste.

1 They are aweso m e. I feel like I am  behind a "fo rce field" when riding m y bike. So  m uch safer.

1 They are unnecessary. The o ld bike lanes were just fine.

1 This has been a huge im pro vem ent in usability an safety

1 This is abso lutely ridiculo us that yo u are spending o ur tax do llars o n this. If bikers want to  use o ur tax do llars and

change o ur lanes, then have them  pay into  a system  where they have their o wn ro ads m ade. Until then, do  no t

m ess with ro ads that were m ade fo r cars! Also , have m o re po lice watching as they NEVER fo llo w the rules o f

the ro ad, and m ake them  sign up fo r insurance and registratio n so  they can be held acco untable fo r their

actio ns.

1 This is m uch safer and m akes peo ple ride their bikes. Do n't be stupid and take them  away! This is the reaso n why

I m o ved to  Bo ulder in the first place, like so  m any o thers.

1 This is m uch safer fo r all.

1 This m akes it feel m uch safer in general o n a bicycle, especially clim bing the hill no rthbo und.

1 This needs to  start farther no rth. The intersectio n at Spruce has to o  m any things go ing o n and it m akes it

difficult to  safely turn o n to  Spruce. If I were o n bike I wo uld co m pletely avo id it fo r safety, I no w o nly go  when it

is m y o nly o ptio n (lo ve Ho shi) and it still feels so m etim es unsafe.

1 This sectio n o f the pro ject has been extrem ely successful. I think the pro tected bike lanes HAVE im pro ved

safety, particularly heading so uth do wn the hill in this picture. I also  think the center turning lane reduces vehicle

traffic co ngestio n.
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1 This was THE WORST WASTE OF $$$ I HAVE EVER SEEN !!!!!!

1 This was a needless pro ject that wasted m y tax do llars. A so lutio n in search o f a pro blem .

1 This was the the m o st stupid idea that I have experienced in 40 years o f living in Bo ulder. I felt unsafe o n m y bike

and in m y car.

1 This was the wo rst exam ple o f po o r city staff wo k in decades!! Bike paths, Please - put bike traffic so m ewhere

o ther than streets! I HATE riding o n busy streets.

1 Tho se po sts lo o k silly and I think they're dangero us.

1 To  enco urage peo ple to  bicycle m o re, safety fro m  m o to rized vehicles is param o unt.

1 To day's co nfiguratio n has led to  auto  traffic co ngestio n and travel delays. Also , the po sts get filthy, lo o k

unsightly and do  no t keep bike riders fro m  riding 2 and 3 abreast into  the o nly lane.

1 To o  few drive lanes

1 To o  hard to  turn o nto  spruce

1 Traffic backs up to o  m uch at the light at Pine and the flashing walkway/pedestrian cro ssing add to  delays fo r

auto m o bile traffic m aking traffic snarled in the m o rnings when I am  trying to  get m y daughter to  the high scho o l

o n tim e.

1 Traffic flo w is ho rrible in Bo ulder (e.g., the lights aren't rem o tely tim ed, arro ws do n't last lo ng eno ugh, etc.), and

reducing lanes just m akes it wo rse. I am  a m o ther o f sm all children (yo ur target dem o graphic with this pro ject),

and I am  no t taking m y little kids o n any ro ad where the cars are go ing 35 m iles an ho ur no  m atter ho w wide the

bike lane is. My 90 year o ld neighbo r (the o ther target) isn't either. Regular bike lanes are perfectly fine. I use

them  when I do n't have m y kids, and I will use them  m o re as they get o lder. Pitting drivers against cyclists has

been the result o f this experim ent, and I think it is backfiring.

1 Traffic fo r cars go t so  m uch wo rse. The o riginal bike lane was plenty safe... Just like everywhere else in Bo ulder

with that type o f lane.

1 Traffic frequently exceeds speed lim it. Bikes need so m e pro tectio n

1 Traffic gets backed up fro m  the cars. Bicyclers sho uld be pro tected but the m ajo rity o f traffic is fro m  auto s.

1 Traffic in Bo ulder has beco m e ridiculo us (I've lived here 25 yrs.). Thinking that yo u can change it by taking away

car lanes and adding bike lanes is no t what's go ing to  wo rk. Where is the Light Rail system  between Bo ulder and

Denver yo u've been taxing us fo r, BTW?  Ho w abo ut Light Rails fro m  East Pearl and West?  Clearly the city

co uncil is run by cyclists, a vast m ino rity, and that has info rm ed and skewed yo ur decisio ns. But I am  a senio r

citizen who  will never be a cyclist - yo u can't change Am erican culture by legislatio n. Try wo rking with what's true

abo ut us and what has wo rked best in o ther sm all cities like Bo ulder. The bike lane o n Fo lso m  is a bad idea, and

was never the idea o f the m ajo rity o f Bo ulder. What happened to  dem o cracy here?  Why didn't yo u even ask us?

1 Traffic is frequently backed up and very few bicycles use the bike lanes

1 Traffic is snarled all o ver Bo ulder. It is taking 30 m inutes to  cro ss fro m  N to  S to  get o ut o f to wn at rush ho ur.

Few bikers are ever in the lane. This is really such a fo o lish idea fo r a privileged few peo ple.
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1 Traffic is terrible with the new system

1 Traffic o n Fo lso m  is m o re dem anding than bicycles. I want published data o n bicycle accidents o ver the past

twenty years prio r to  suppo rting this initiative. I really do  no t think there was a pro blem  befo re this bo o ndo ggle.

1 Turning into  bike lanes seem s a po ssible danger. Are bikers aware that cars m ight cut in fro nt o f them ? ? ?

1 Turning o nto  Fo lso m  fro m  Edgewo o d is so m etim es tricky because o f the po les indicating pro tected bike lane.

Can so m e kind o f no tificatio n be placed at the turning co rner?

1 Unfo rtunately to o  m any peo ple co m m ute into  the city to  cut the available car transpo rtatio n capacity; I\'ve

discussed this with city transit em plo yees who  claim  that because the city o nly experiences heavy traffic during

rush ho ur it\'s no t a significanr burden, but the fact o f the m atter is that the act o f co m m uting is already stressful

o n a go o d day, to  say no thing o f the m adness that happens when lanes are clo sed because o f co nstructio n o r

whatever.

1 Useless idea.

1 Valm o nt to  Spruce was a narro w curving sho rt line o f sight stretch befo re the Fo lso m  Street pro ject and

deserved attentio n fo r biker safety, so  it sho uld stay as is. Spruce to  Arapaho  had m o re than am ple biking ro o m

befo re the initial Fo lso m  street pro ject, so  sho uld never have been experim ented with. And even tho ugh I

never bike Fo lso m , I am  an active biker so  can m ake these judgem ents witho ut actually biking the ro ute.

1 Very dangero us sectio n o f ro adway, with do cum ented cyclist carnage. Pro tected lane is crucial to  cyclist safety!

1 Visually the po les are co nfusing. During winter the sno w was piled up in the center turn lane. I do n't think yo u

have changed m any drivers behavio r since I do n't see m any cyclists.

1 We have lived just east o f Fo lso m  fo r 22 years. Befo re that, we lived in the fo o thills Pinebro o k Hills fo r 11 years

after o ur fam ily was bro ught here fro m  Chicago  by Co o rs. Our fam ily and circle o f friends have go tten to  the

po int o f just shaking o ur heads at the actio ns o f the City o f Bo ulder m icro m anaging nearly every aspect o f o ur

daily lives. As tim e has go ne by these "pro jects" to  im pro ve safety and o ther areas that o ur City go vernm ent

thinks are in o ur best interest just give us and o ur fello w citizens ano ther to pic fo r jo kes and ridicule. We'd like

Fo lso m  resto red to  its fo rm er self - and that's what we've been telling the businesses alo ng o ur street - tho se

businesses which have lo st o ur patro nage as well as the suppo rt o f m any o f o ur neighbo rs!

1 What a co lo ssal waste o f tim e and m o ney!

1 What a m ess! Rem o ve it. There's a great bike path o n 19th St. that is co nvenient fo r 99%  o f N-S bike

co m m uters.

1 What a m istake this is!

1 When auto m o bile drivers co m plain, that m eans yo u're do ing so m ething right. The rest o f the co untry is

devastated by a car-centered plan, and I lo ve ho w Bo ulder leads in suppo rting bicycle co m m uting.

1 When lo o king at the ratio  o f traffic to  bikes, yo u need to  bring back 4-lanes. This can be do ne witho ut pro viding

m o re danger to  the bicyclists. Go  back to  o ld versio n but put the vertical pylo ns.

1 Whereas the best, and safest, part o f the co m m ute used to  be no rth o f Valm o nt, it's no w so uth o f Valm o nt to

Spruce. KEEP IT.
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1 Why no t keep the 4 lanes o f traffic, m o ve the curb o ut to  the existing edge o f the bike lane and pro vide a paved

area wide eno ugh to  acco m m o date bo th bikes and peds that is raised fro m  the street's surface.

1 Why no t m ake a m ulti use sidewalk, there is access to  the bike path at Valm o nt

1 Why no t m o ve the pro ject to  a less busy street like 20th?  Why keep trying to  m ix bikes with busy streets?  I do n't

like the feeling o f ho stility fro m  the drivers when I'm  o n m y bike. I do n't want to  be part o f a po litical issue, I just

want to  get fro m  A to  B safely.

1 Widen the street and m ake it 4 lanes fo r cars. Yo u are causing issues fo r sno w rem o val, and jam m ing up the

lanes. Also , so m e bicyclists sim ply igno re the lanes.

1 Will no r ride bicycle if rem o ved

1 With all o f the space we have we sho uld have bike lanes separated fro m  traffic. Do  as the Dutch do . If speed lim it

is greater than 30kph=separate fro m  cars co m pletely.

1 With lo nger availability, this will beco m e a m ajo r cycling tho ro ughfare with reaso nable safety fo r all ages.

1 Witho ut questio n, resto re to  4 lanes

1 Wo uld prefer a wider bike lane to  allo w bikes o f varying speeds to  pass safely.

1 Yo u are a bunch o f m o ney wasting idio ts. Return all o f Fo lso m  to  it's o riginal co nfiguratio n. Zane Selvans and

Do m  No zzi were elected by no  o ne and sho uld have no  input o n ho w the city is run.

1 Yo u do n't even sho w the sam e sectio n o f ro ad! No  wo nder it was a disaster.

1 Yo u have already seen the pro blem s with cutting back a lane each way o n Fo lso m  fro m  Pearl to  Canyo n and

giving m o re ro o m  to  bikes. Bum per to  bum per traffic o n fo lso m . Mo re traffic diverted to  28th street.

Upset/fighting drivers. Dangero us co nditio ns fo r peo ple riding bikes. Do  no t go  back to  this awful plan.

1 bo ulder is to o  cro wded fo r 2 lane streets. no where to  drive and 28th is way to o  cro wded.

1 bunching cars into  2 lanes causes m o re co ngestio n and co nfusio n to  drivers which represents m o re danger to

bikers in spite o f the silly m allards.

1 current treatm ent is co nfusing, especially at night

1 fo lso m  is a m ajo r auto  travel co rrido r in the city o f bo ulder. The center turn lane is useless as I have never seen

anyo ne using it. Transpo rtatio n is better served by m aking the ro ads wider no t narro wing them  do wn and

causing co ngestio n, frustratio n and ro ad rage. If Bo ulder is truly interested in pro tecting bicyclists then it will

co nstruct lanes just fo r bikes. No t try to  steal them  fro m  auto s and no t m ake pedestrians share sidewalks. We

need to  invest in a separate place fo r bicycles. As so m eo ne who  uses Fo lso m  regularly it m akes no  sense to

change the who le structure o f the ro ad to  acco m o date bicycle use fo r 4 m o nths o f the year. There is rarely any

bicycle traffic in the winter m o nths

1 freekin ridiculo s put it back the way it was stupidest thing ever

1 it is m uch safer having the center turn lane. Cars are no t jum ping o ut to  pass o ther cars sto pped to  turn.
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1 lanes are o k but the pro cess was terrible. Based o n experience, I have no  trust o r faith in planners to  be ho nest

o r sm art abo ut future pro jects.

1 pro tected bike lanes the who le way

1 rem o ve o r reduce the size o f the bo llards. Maybe just a curb to  separate the lanes

1 the last set o f changes seem ed to  clear up the auto  traffic issues.

1 the new bike lanes have m ade things less safe fo r bikes and everyo ne, causing traffic backups and dangero us

situatio ns fo r cars turning. It also  m akes it hard fo r cars to  take lefts because o f no  breaks in o nco m ing traffic

1 the previo us existing bike path is very adequate

1 the wo rst idea yet. i am  76 wo rking to ward 80 and drive to  m arkets to  co m m ercial sites etc. alslo  the flashing

lights are o ften igno red BY PEOPLE ON BIKES AND WALKING WITHOUT LOOKING.

1 there was an adequate bike path befo re, please sto p thinking auto s are seco nd class citizens, there are a

reality!!

1 this is no t ho w it is to day m ay 11 2016. but when it was this way there was wasted space witho ut the bike lane

gaining m uch width and it was harder fo r bikes to  pass.

1 this seem ed to  be a so lutio n lo o king fo r a pro blem . i'm  a 72 year o ld wo m an who  has enjo yed riding o n the

Fo lso m  bike paths fo r years.

1 this stretch o f Fo lso m  has a bit o f elevatio n gain, so  I feel substantially safer riding m y bike with the pro tected

lanes. I've never seen any traffic backed up at this stretch o f Fo lso m , either - befo re o r after the installatio n o f

the lanes.

1 traffic backs up a lo t/ peo ple do n't kno w that they need to  go  to  the single land at Spruce and there's lo ts o f

co nfusio n and ho rn blo wing
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3 Bring back the pro tected bike lanes.

2 Go  back to  the pro tected lanes

2 Go  back to  two  travel lanes, full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes

1 As seen with the o riginal plan, cutting do wn lanes wo uld cause a gridlo ck. Due to  the nature o f m y wo rk I m ust

drive fulso m e so m etim es six tim es a day. Tho se tim es o ccur at all different ho urs so  I have experienced the

gridlo ck with the o riginal plan please do  no t change fulso m e between Spruce and Canyo n.

1 "Dro p It" sho uld be an o ptio n! This survey is invalid.

1 "Refine" as in rem o ve.

1 A hybrid o f the sum m er 2015 and current set up wo uld be better. The cars just feel so  clo se to  the rider o n this

sectio n - the space feels tighter (I do n't kno w whether it actually is but it feels that way).

1 A pro tected lane between Spruce & Canyo n will m ake bicycling safer and easier and enco urage m o re peo ple (o f

all ages and abilities) to  bike. The benefits o f this resto red pro tected lane o utweigh the inco nvenience o f slightly

lo nger driving tim es o n Fo lso m  during rush ho urs.

1 Abso lutely no ne o f the abo ve!! There are plenty o f ways to  get aro und Bo ulder o n bikes witho ut clo gging

m ajo r auto m o bile co rrido rs.

1 Add / keep the enhanced m arkings & bo xes in the bike lanes (o nly)

1 Add bo llards alo ng the entire trafficked sectio n o f Fo lso m , no rth so uth.

1 Add co lo red chip-seal to  highlight the bike lane, like Lo ndo n, UK do es. When I lived there it seem ed to  wo rk very

well.

1 Add the fo ur lanes no rth o f Pine so  all traffic can get thro ugh the sto p light o n Pine, in o ne light change.

1 Adm it these ideas failed and m o ve o n....they o nly o bstructed and angered yo ur citizens, while attem pting to

respo nd to  a few vo cal bikers.

1 Again, I need m o re space than a bike and no t to  o bstruct faster bike travelers. Also , sustainability requires that

we DISCOURAGE single-passenger auto m o bile traffic!

2. Today, Folsom has conventional bike lanes from
Spruce to Canyon.BEFORE: Four travel lanes, some
center turn lanes and conventional bike lanes Summer
2015: Two travel lanes, full center turn lane and
protected bike lanes TODAY: Four travel lanes, some
center turn lanes and conventional bike lanes  Based on
your experience with the current treatment, what do
you recommend? - comments



1 Again, I think the idea is there - but no  m atter what yo u do , Fo lso m  will be high-traffic (cars) and is no t an ideal

street to  do  this.

1 Again, cyclist and auto s sho uld no t be o n sam e streets

1 Again. Yo u are sho wing a different sectio n o f ro ad. UGH! Fix the Po tho les in the Bike Lane first.

1 All very co nfusing, especially fo r peo ple who  do  no t use the ro ute frequently.

1 An unpro tected bike lane with fo ur lanes o f traffic is stressful and dangero us. At the very least a m ulti-use path

like that o n the no rth side o f Arapaho e go ing east fro m  Fo lso m  wo uld be an im pro vem ent.

1 As a cyclist and a driver who  uses Fo lso m  o ften, and during heavy traffic tim es, I wo uld re-install the "right-size"

treatm ents o r a refined versio n. Especially between Arapaho e and Canyo n.

1 As a driver, I am  always scared o f hitting bikers/peds and there are a lo t! I wo uld rather have slo wer traffic but a

safer barrier fo r them

1 As so m eo ne who  o ccasio nally cycles i lo ve the idea o f pro tected bike lanes, but ho nestly rush ho ur is already

bad eno ugh.

1 Back to  fo ur travel lanes

1 Back to  o riginal

1 Back to  pro tected bike lane

1 Back to  pro tected bike lane and 1 lane o f traffic in either directio n.

1 Because Fo lso m  is straighter and flatter here, the current bike lanes aren't unreaso nable, but when the lane

system s switch back and fo rth, that causes co nfusio n (and frustratio n, I think). Perhaps having three lanes (two

directio nal, o ne turn lane) and wider bike lanes but witho ut the bo llards wo uld be a go o d co m pro m ise.

1 Because there is so  m uch m o re traffic near McGuckin Hardware, and m o re bicycles, the traffic needs to  slo w

do wn and be careful.

1 Because this eastern area o f Bo ulder has been designated fo r high density ho using, Fo lso m  will need to  take

so m e o f the traffic o verflo w fro m  28th St. I am  in favo r o f im pro ving pedestrian and biking experiences, but no t

at the sake o f having dim inished capacity fo r cars. I do n't believe we can dram atically increase ho using in this

area while taking away driving lanes. The capacity fo r cars is already o ver extended. Walking aro und 28th St. is

no t a pleasant experience because o f the no ise, po llutio n, and buildings that lack character. New buildings in the

area seem  to  be m o deled after new buildings in do wnto wn Denver that are m o dern and unwelco m ing. Thus, I

do  no t enjo y walking in the co m m ercial and high ho using density areas.

1 Bike lanes need to  be wider, right no w they are 50%  gutter and fo rce yo u to o  clo se to  cars.

1 Bo ulder has to o  m any drivers to  handle yo ur Sum m er 2015 plan. This is no t a sm all village anym o re.

1 Bring back full pro tected bike lanes, please.

1 Bring back larger bike lanes. Do  no t use so  m any bo llards but m o re attractive separatio n so  drivers are aware o f

separatio n but no t o verwhelm ed by num ber and co lo r o f bo llards
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1 Bring back pro tected bike lanes

1 Bring back pro tected bike lanes.

1 Bring back pro tected lanes.

1 Bring back the entire pro tected bike lane.

1 Bring back the full bike lane like we had in sum m er 15

1 Bring back the pro tected bike lanes

1 Bring back the pro tected lanes

1 Bring back the two  travel lanes with a full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes! I lo ved them !

1 Busy bike co rrido r. Make m o re ro o m  fo r bikes. Lo wer speed lim it and m ake shared lanes.

1 But I do  avo id driving this sectio n, and never ride this sectio n. Bike lanes are to o  narro w fo r the speed o f cars fo r

m y co m fo rt. Idea. Rebuild the ro ad. Rem o ve the m edians. Make it a truly m o dern N/S m ulit use co rrido r. Like

they do  in Munich.

1 By that I m ean it was fine befo re the city m essed with it and it is fine the way it has been resto red.

1 Can yo u do uble stripe the white line, m aybe no t eno ugh ro o m  - glo bal co m m ent fo r all o f the narro wer bike

lanes is to  m ake sure the pavem ent is sm o o th and kept swept/clean, especially where there is an

asphalt/co ncrete edge

1 Change it back to  ho w it was in sum m er 2015! I was appalled by the city co uncil's decisio n to  rem o ve the

pro tected bike lanes when m o to rists had adjusted to  the new traffic layo ut, befo re the trial perio d had ended.

1 Change it back to  the sum m er 2015 treatm ent. It was so  nice fo r cycling.

1 Changing this back was the o nly o ptio n. Yo u can't get rid o f auto  lanes in a co m m ercial pro perty sectio n o f the

city.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes are fine. Need to  keep the fo ur travel lanes fo r cars. Traffic is bad eno ugh witho ut taking

away driving lanes.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes are m o re than sufficient.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes were just fine here.

1 Co uld we have pro tected bike lanes with 4 travel lanes ?

1 Current acco m m o datio n fo r bikes is inadequate.

1 Current bike lanes are to tally inadequate. They are to o  narro w fo r bikes to  safely travel and a large po rtio n o f the

lane is taken up by the co ncrete curb/gutter and po tho les. This is the least safe po rtio n o f Fo lso m  as it has the

wo rst pro tectio n fo r cyclists and the heaviest car traffic.
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1 Current bike lanes are very substandard, unsafe, and scary. Po o r ro ad surface and gutter pan co ntributes to  this

pro blem . Please m ake pro tected lanes again, but with perm anent infrastructure. Co nsider traffic circles to  ease

the m o to r vehicle backups fo r the o ne ho ur each day it was a pro blem  during the first treatm ent. Please m ake

ro ads to  m o ve all residents rather than just cars carrying o ut-o f-to wn co m m uters who  cho o se to  drive alo ne

each day to  o ur to wn.

1 Dam ned po liticians sided with the used car dealer o ver the safety o f cyclists and pedestrians. Serio usly! That

was so  em barrassing, and the result is that I wo n't ride a bike there. It's far to o  dangero us. Thank yo u, Lisa

Mo rzel.

1 Direct cyclists o ff Fo lso m , there bike paths and side streets that o ff a m uch m o re pleasant riding experience

with little to  no  added travel tim e

1 Do  no t add bike lanes. Again, there are very few bikers -- especially in winter m o nths and in bad weather -- who

use bikes. The street sho uld be o ptim ized fo r tho se who  use it -- CARS!!

1 Do n't change a THING! The center turn lane at Bluff is useful fo r left turns when co m ing o ff Bluff.

1 EXCELLENT WAY TO TRAVEL BY BIKE.

1 Expand bike lane pro tectio n.

1 Farther so uth and widdened.

1 Feels better when driving. Speed seem s m o re co ntro lled and calm .

1 Fo lsum  is as bad o r wo rse than 28th these days

1 Fo r this part o f the pro ject, the vo lum e o f bikers do es no t justify the inco nvenience to  car drivers and to  sto re

o wners.

1 Fo ur travel lanes and co nventio nal bike lanes seem s o ptim al.

1 Go  back to  BEFORE

1 Go  back to  Sum m er 2015 co nfiguratio n.

1 Go  back to  Sum m er 2015 treatm ent with separated bike lanes

1 Go  back to  Sum m er 2015! If Bo ulder is go ing to  restrict parking and fo cus o n green transpo rtatio n, please

reward cyclists with safe passage to  their destinatio ns!

1 Go  back to  Sum m er 2015.

1 Go  back to  Sum m er 2015: Two  travel lanes, full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes

1 Go  back to  pro tected bike lanes

1 Go  back to  pro tected bike lanes. Pro tected bike lanes m ade cars m o re aware o f cyclists, creating a safer

enviro nm ent. The extended wait tim es fo r traffic seem ed negligible.

1 Go  back to  pro tected lanes!
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1 Go  back to  pro tected lanes.

1 Go  back to  pro tected!!

1 Go  back to  the fully pro tected bike lanes. The drivers who  think they lo se tim e here are no t living in reality.

Fo lso m  is o ne o f the m o st heavily po pulated bike ro utes in the city and needs pro tectio n there. Drivers just use

Fo lso m  because it's faster than 28th St currently and they are bum m ed they lo st that speed. Bring back bike

lanes that are pro tected and m ake this city pro gressive. No t the NIMBY-regressive o ne it is no w.

1 Go  back to  the o ld pro tected bicycle lanes

1 Go  back to  the pro tected bike lanes and reduce the speed lim it to  30 m iles per ho ur, and enfo rce that with

po lice. Cars travel to o  fast o n this ro ad as it is and m any peo ple use it as a sho rtcut to  bypass 28th when it's

co ngested, which adds to o  m uch traffic to  side streets like this that sho uld be safe fo r cyclists and pedestrians.

1 Go  back to  the sum m er 2015 co nfiguratio n. The current bike lanes are to o  narro w to  be safe, as evidenced by

the fact that the painted green, rectangular lane m arkers do n't even fit within the lane. Also , there's a lo t o f brush

o n the so uthbo und side that is o ften unpruned, fo rcing cyclists to  swerve to  their left.

1 Go  back to  the sum m er 2015 treatm ent! Otherwise this is a lo ng stretch where it do es no t feel safe to  bike,

which has m ade it hard fo r m e to  use Fo lso m  as a thro ugh co rrido r. I bike with kids in a trailer and there is no  way

I wo uld take them  o n Fo lso m  in an area with 4 lanes o f traffic and no  pro tectio n fo r the bike lane. The center turn

lane also  helped fo r peo ple entering/exiting side driveways.

1 Go  back to  the way it was befo re this fiasco  started.

1 Go  back to  the way it was in sum m er 2015 with the pro tected bike lanes all do wn Fo lso m .

1 Go  back to  two  travel lanes. I kno w. Im po ssible with the extrem e reactio n to  Right-Sizing!

1 Go  with Sum m er co nfiguratio n

1 Go o d start but bikes sho uld no t have to  m ix with cars to  m ake turns/left turns

1 Have fo ur lanes.

1 Have never seen a bike o n it

1 Having o nly o ne lane in each directio n was a no n-issue. I dro ve if m any tim es and I didn't see any pro blem , no r

co uld I understand why peo ple were so  angry abo ut it. The pro tected bike lanes keep that m uch m o re space

between bikes and distracted drivers.

1 Higher auto m o bile traffic sho uld co ntinue to  be acco m m o dated alo ng this stretch o f Fo lso m .

1 I LOVED Right-Sizing. If we are serio us abo ut co m bating glo bal warm ing, everything po ssible sho uld be do ne to

enco urage biking.

1 I am  very happy to  no t be spending several trips a day, literally yelling and cursing in m y car. Yeah, it really was

that shitty with the "Sum m er 2015" co nfiguratio n.
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1 I answered this as Refine because there was no t "Go  back to  the o riginal". I can't m o ve o n since I have to  pick

o ne, but the respo nse m ay be erro neo usly reco rded as a vo te fo r change. I think the o riginal "befo re" situatio n

was fine. The changes that have been m ade are m o re fo r sho w than the actual use o f these lanes. Calling the

changes pro po sed as Co m plete Streets is just a co ver up o f the sam e term  "Right Sizing".

1 I believe the cro ss walk at Walnut still needs to  be addressed. It flashes auto m atically fo r bikes cro ssing, which is

nice, but the duratio n is m uch lo nger than needed fo r any bike to  pass thro ugh. Co uld the butto n push give a

lo nger flash and the senso r in the ro ad give a sho rter o ne?

1 I believe the present treatm ent o f this area wo rks well. When riding this sectio n in Sum m er 2015, I was really

unco m fo rtable where the auto m o bile lanes cro ssed the bicycle lanes fo r right turns, because they were very

abrupt and really put the two  m o des o f transit at o dds with each o ther. The present treatm ent flo ws well and

each m o de o f transit has high awareness o f the o ther.

1 I bicycle thro ugh here every wo rkday, but the traffic was ho rrible after the right-sizing and drivers were (rightly)

angry. That m ade it less safe to  bicycle. Fo lso m  needs to  be fo ur lanes thro ugh the m iddle o f bo ulder. I think we

sho uld spend the m o ney and build an o ff street bikepath, ho pefully separated fro m  bo th the ro ad and the

sidewalk but a m ultiuse path wo uld be o k in this zo ne.

1 I did lo ve the safer and wider bike lanes during Sum m er 2015, but it did seem  like to o  m uch car traffic backed up.

1 I did no t have an issue with the reductio n in auto m o bile travel lanes o nce I figured o ut where to  start turn lanes.

Tho se who  had issues so unded like selfish whiners in m y o pinio n

1 I didn't m ind the pro tected bike lanes during the sum m er. I think it m ay be safer fo r cars and bikers.

1 I do  feel safer as a biker, but turning right o nto  Fo lso m  fro m  spruce in a car sucks. A fo rever lo ng line o f cars No

o ne wants to  let yo u in.

1 I do n't like co m ing to  the sto p lights o n big ro ads unpro tected. I'd like to  have m o re o f a barrier o r signage o r

painting at the sto p signs and lights bc I am  afraid that a driver m ight 'turn right' into  m e.

1 I do n't think it was ever a "bro ken" thing in the first place and that there is so m e sim ple face-saving go ing o n. But

eno ugh changes to  it.

1 I felt VERY unco m fo rtable riding in the experim ental arrangem ent and did NOT like being m ixed with the

vehicles. Very unnerving. Much clearer to  be o n the right side o f the ro ad.

1 I felt safer with the pro tected bike lanes.

1 I find it curio us that 'rem o ve' isn't in the list... isn't that essentially asking fo r what yo u want to  hear?  If yo u sim ply

want to  hear what yo u want, why take the tim e to  have this survey?

1 I go  o ut o f m y way to  ride Fo lso m  fo r safety

1 I go  to  the dentist in a building o n Fo lso m  just no rth o f Canyo n-the turn lane is no t defined and it is so m etim es

very difficult to  turn left into  the driveway.

1 I like having so m e kind o f separatio n o r barrier between the bikes and the cars, but I do n't think it needs to  take

up a who le lane.

1 I like ho w it is to day.
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1 I like pro tected areas fo r bikes because so  m any drivers are o n their pho nes.

1 I liked the 2015 so lutio n best - 2 travel lanes with center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes. I live o n Fo lso m . It

appears that less peo ple ride o n Fo lso m  in 2016 than when the o ther so lutio n existed in 2015. I saw m o re

fam ilies, kids, and fo lks with cargo  type bikes o n Fo lso m  prio r to  to day's so lutio n. If I can't have the 2015

so lutio n, then I will live with to day's so lutio n.

1 I liked the buffered lanes, but I do n't think it m akes that m uch difference fo r that sm all stretch o f a few blo cks.

1 I m ade m o re trips thro ugh to wn o n Fo lso m  during the sum m er when there was a large, pro tected lane. It was

great. I realize car drivers were quick to  blam e the bike lane fo r their traffic wo es, but I wo uld po int o ut that m o st

drivers in that area are, at all tim es, angry and frustrated while driving. That sam e sectio n o f ro ad, no w back at

two  lanes, appears to  create the sam e levels o f frustratio n fo r all car drivers. I generally no w try to  avo id that

sectio n o f Fo lso m  when o n a bicycle.

1 I perso nally tho ught it was a m istake to  revert back to  the car-centric 4 lanes. A m ino r driver inco nvenience is

wo rth pro tecting a life. (so urce: Driver & Biker).

1 I prefer the pro tected bike lanes but sim ple bike lanes are o k during m o st travel. Pro tected space at

intersectio ns really helps.

1 I prefer the pro tected lanes

1 I really liked the pro tected bike lanes. It seem ed to  m e that they weren't kept lo ng eno ugh last sum m er fo r

peo ple to  adjust their travel patterns and see the full im pact o f the change

1 I really m iss the pro tected bike lanes, and especially the right hand o nly car traffic turn lanes that were installed at

Canyo n and Pearl. As a cyclist, I've had m any clo se calls with cars who  were m aking a right hand turn as I was

go ing straight thro ugh the intersectio n. There are sectio ns o f the current bike lanes, particularly o n the

so uthbo und side o f Fo lso m  between Pearl and Arapaho e, where abo ut half the width o f the bike lane is in the

gutter. The gutter currently has m any po tho les alo ng this stretch, and is also  co m m o nly filled with vario us

debris.

1 I reco m m end returning to  the Sum m er 2015 state. I was hit by a car turning right o n so uthbo und fo lso m  at

Canyo n in 2009 and think that pro tecting this zo ne sho uld be o ne o f the to p prio rities. As an o ccasio nal driver I

reco m m end im pro ved no tices fo r tho se turning o nto  Fo lso m  (I accidentally turned into  the pro tected lane

instead o f the car lane when turning fro m  westbo und pearl to  no rthbo und fo lso m ) early in the trial o f these

lanes.

1 I think this was an abso lute disaster. This has to o  m uch car traffic to  co ndense do wn to  o ne lane. Again, the

co nventio nal bike lanes were fine. I do  no t think there was go o d business reaso n to  change.

1 I think traffic was to o  backed up during peak tim es with just 2 lanes fo r cars. Drivers were angry with bikes to o

m uch already to  cause so  m uch grief o n a ro ad that bikes co uld avo id and which already had an adequate bike

lane.

1 I think yo u sho uld resto re Fo lso m  to  a 4-lane thro ugh ro ad. The turn lanes are unnecessary to  m e when I drive,

and the o ld bike lanes were just fine.

1 I understand the po litical pushback fro m  the lane reductio n last sum m er. I wo uld like to  see m o re traffic

enfo rcem ent alo ng the co rrido r so  cars are incentivized to  pay attentio n to  all ro ad users' safety.
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1 I want the pro tected bike lanes to  be put back where they were during the sum m er.

1 I was disappo inted that the city dialed back the pro tected lanes alo ng the area that feels like it needs it the m o st. I

wo uld lo ve to  see tho se lanes re-pro tected in a way that feels go o d fo r everyo ne.

1 I was very so rry to  see the pro tected bike lanes get rem o ved, but I did see ho w the m edians and o ther features

o f tho se few blo cks m ade it pro blem atic. I'd lo ve to  see a lo ng-term  plan fo r bringing them  back as part o f a

larger re-do  o f Fo lso m .

1 I we can't have the buffered bike lanes, perhaps we co uld at least have the plastic pylo ns. I have never seen a car

run o ver the pylo ns, I see cars cro ss the bike lane white stripe all the tim e.

1 I will suppo rt any and all im pro vem ents m ade fo r bicycling in Bo ulder.

1 I wo uld like to  find a way to  m ake this sectio n o f Fo lso m  m o re bike-friendly and safe fo r all. I appreciate that

m any car drivers were upset that sum m er 2015 treatm ent caused so m e m ino r travel delays, but I expect that, if

the experim ent had been left in place lo nger, so m e travel habits (e.g., ro ute, tim e o f day, and m o de o f transpo rt

decisio ns) wo uld have adjusted so  that car delays wo uld have m o ved do wnward. I wo uld like to  have City staff

co nsider trying ano ther experim ent, perhaps widening the bike lane and narro wing the car lanes.

1 I wo uld like to  see pro tected lanes reinstated.

1 I wo uld like to  see the pro tected lanes again. I do  no t feel safe o n tho se expo sed stretches. 30th St. is even

wo rse. I'm  an experienced bike co m m uter. I do  no t ride o n 30th unless traffic is very light.

1 I wo uld lo ve to  see the pro tected bike lanes.

1 I wo uldn't change this back - in the m o re heavily car traffic areas I feel the current bike lanes are adequate.

1 I'd like to  see a separatio n o f so rt between bikes and cars.

1 I'd rather have the full pro tected bike lane back.

1 I'm  Po sts no t necessary. Painted surface slippery when wet. What is the co st o f m aintaining the lines?

1 I'm  no t sure what "refine" m eans

1 I'm  no t sure whether to  cho o se "keep" o r "refine" here because I m uch prefer the Sum m er 2015 pro tected

bike lanes. I actually felt safe fro m  distracted drivers o n Fo lso m  fo r the first tim e when the pro tected lanes were

put in. I regret no t attending the City Co uncil hearing o n revisio n to  these lanes because what I

1 I'm  no t sure whether to  cho o se "keep" o r "refine" here because I m uch prefer the Sum m er 2015 pro tected

bike lanes. I actually felt safe fro m  distracted drivers o n Fo lso m  fo r the first tim e when the pro tected lanes were

put in. I regret no t attending the City Co uncil hearing o n revisio ns to  these lanes because I have heard that the

pro tected bike lanes were taken away due to  a "squeaky wheel gets the grease" kind o f situatio n. Apparently

business o wners o n Fo lso m  were claim ing that pro tected bike lanes negatively affected their business because

drivers were co nfused. I believe that if drivers canno t figure o ut ho w to  turn their cars left and right then they

sho uld no t be driving a m o to r vehicles. I also  believe that the co m m unity sho uld co nsider the results o f vehicle

crashes o n cyclists. If I'm  go ing to  be dead, the pro tected bo lsters sho uld at least to tal their car.
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1 IMHO, the trial co nfiguratio n did no t wo rk well because it was basically a new alignm ent slapped do wn o n the

existing ro adbed, and m o st o f the co ngestio n resulted fro m  the lack o f acco m m o datio n with Fo lso m 's existing

left turn lanes, especially the o ne to  turn eastbo und at Pearl. The bum po uts fo r tho se left turn lanes are

relatively sho rt but it was never that big o f an issue befo re because o verflo w o ut o f the bum po ut o nly blo cked

o ne lane; after the realignm ent that sam e o verflo w wo uld blo ck ALL o f the Fo lso m  traffic.

1 If the pro tected lanes were re-installed, I wo uld gladly ride and walk in this area m o re o ften. Fo lso m  feels to o

dangero us fo r biking no w, and I try no t to  walk there when I can avo id it. I'm  having a baby so o n and I expect to

walk o n Fo lso m  even less after that. But if the pro tected lanes were rem o ved, I kno w I wo uld ride and walk

Fo lso m  m o re o ften, because I did when tho se lanes were there in sum m er 2015.

1 Im pro ve cues fo r turning cars, but bring back the pro tected lanes. I wo uld lo ve to  be able to  get fro m  Valm o nt to

Bo ulder Creek with m y to ddler.

1 In this segm ent I think the pro tected bike lanes created m o re hazards fo r cyclists, such as cars creeping into  the

space. With the pro tected lanes, it was m o re challenging fo r riders to  avo id o bstacles. I also  think drivers were

frustrated with traffic back-ups and therefo re were m o re willing to  be aggressive to wards cyclists.

1 It didn't wo rk. Sto p trying to  fo rce it.

1 It is an abso lute travesty that the pro tected bike lanes, which represent a crystal clear best practice in virtually

every m etric, were pulled. They sho uld be returned im m ediately befo re so m eo ne is killed o n a bike o n Fo lso m

street.

1 It is m uch better the way it is no w/ was befo re the experim ent. We m ust have 4 lanes fo r traffic here.

1 It used to  be nice to  be physically separated fro m  the cars. No w I do n't frequent ANY o f the businesses alo ng

Fo lso m - just to o  stressful to  ride.

1 It was a go o d system  and I am  very glad yo u replaced it after yo ur ill-planned experim ent in sum m er 2015

1 It was better befo re, with just o ne lane o f traffic.

1 It was better when right sized. 4 drive lanes is to o  m any

1 It wo uld be great to  go  back to  the im pro vem ents m ade fro m  July 2015. I kno w the co m m uting po pulatio n was

upset with the changes but I feel like they were no t tested fo r a lo ng eno ugh perio d.

1 It's definitely better to  have the bigger bike lanes. It keeps vehicle speeds do wn which in turn m akes cycling

safer. Unfo rtunately drivers get upset when they so n't have bo th lanes.

1 It's to o  busy o f a ro ad to  rem o ve lanes o f traffic, especially with all the new ho using being added to  the area

1 It's to o  co m plex.

1 Just leave it the way it was befo re this ridiculo us pro ject was entertained. These are busy streets... Sto p m essing

with traffic. It's already terrible in this to wn...

1 Keep 4 general travel lanes alo ng the entire co rrido r. Review and sim plify rem aining to rturo us bicycle lane

m eanders. Riding a bike alo ng this co rrido r sho uld no t require dancing with turning cars.
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1 Keep 4 lanes with co nventio nal bike lane. Traffic flo w was im pro ved when changed back to  o riginal fo rm atio n. I

never see high bike traffic when I'm  o n Fo lso m .

1 Keep Fo ur Lanes

1 Keep as it is to day. resto re the space between m apleto n and valm o nt as it was befo re all the experim ents

1 Keep as m any lanes o f traffic as po ssible.

1 Keep bicycles and cars separate, teach drivers ho w to  use the left lane as a passing lane, no t a driving lane, teach

everyo ne the laws that apply to  bicyclists, do  no t increase vehicular traffic (ergo , co ngestio n, frustratio n,

po llutio n, and accidents, etc.) by taking away their space and giving it to  bicycles, which are an o rder o f

m agnitude less in size and then so m e in num bers.

1 Keep co nventio nal bike lane

1 Keep fo ur travel lanes.

1 Keep it the way yo u put it back - fo ur drive lanes & bike lanes o n either side.

1 Keep the 4 lanes, but co nsider a m ulti use path where the sidewalk is.

1 Keep the 4 travel lanes. Travel is to o  co ngested and to o  dangero us witho ut them .

1 Keep the fo ur lanes and bike lane.

1 Keep this structure and co nfiguratio n as it presently stands. The m anipulatio n o f the lanes with the bo llards was

just plain stupid.

1 Keep what yo u have to day.

1 Keeping with m y fo rm er co m m ents, I find the pro tected bicycle lanes (i.e. po les) to  be a po o r so lutio n.

1 Last sum m er abso lutely sucked with o ne car lane o n Fo lso m . A regular bike lane is co m pletely sufficient, and I

bike regularly. But the am o unt o f traffic back up was insane. Yo u can no t go  back to  that.

1 Last sum m er's restrictio ns were a disaster

1 Leave it at Fo ur travel lanes, so m e center turn lanes and co nventio nal bike lanes.

1 Leave the bike lanes as co nventio nal.

1 Like I said earlier, the pro tected lanes were MUCH nicer. I wish there were m o re pro tected bike lanes and wider

bike lanes in general all aro und the city. Pretty sad that, in Bo ulder o f all places, we do n't have m uch bike

infrastructure.

1 Make sure to  talk to  each o f the area businesses and the Cham ber. Their input is im po rtant. I can live with m ulti-

use lanes, like tho se o n Arapaho e east o f Fo lso m .

1 Make the bike lane bigger. And/o r expand the bike lane to  the sidewalk. Elevate the bike lane to  separate it fro m

the street. Like the University bike lane alo ng Bro adway.
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1 Mo re pro tected bike lanes wo uld be nice. Co nventio nal bike lanes are a bare m inim um

1 My cho ice is to  get rid o f.

1 Need m o re center turn lanes to  serve businesses and m edical facilities alo ng Fo lso m .

1 Need pro tected bike lanes!

1 Need to  be sure that cars can't use Nike lanes as parking lanes

1 No rth-bo und lanes are narro w and bum py. Navigating turning traffic o nto  west-bo und Canyo n requires a lo t o f

cautio n.

1 No t refine. Do  away with this who le idea

1 Perso nally, I'm  always fo r bo lstering alternative transpo rtatio n infrastructure and reducing car infrastructure,

but I realize I'm  rather biased. (Since I do n't o wn a car and I walk / bike / bus everywhere.) As a biker, I still feel

co m fo rtable with no rm al bike lanes, and I rarely travel at very co ngested tim es.

1 Please add pro tected bike lanes

1 Please do  no t spend any additio nal m o nies o n this.

1 Please extend the pro tected bike lanes.

1 Please go  back to  sum m er 2015 co nditio ns - pro tected bike lanes.

1 Please keep the 4 travel lanes thro ugh this area. Its to o  co ngested to  narro w to  2 lanes and no t eno ugh cyclists

to  justify.

1 Please rem o ve the " right sizing" co m pletely and help resto re m y trust in the city go vernm ent

1 Please return Fo lso m  to  it's o riginal status. Thank yo u. (FOUR travel lanes, bike lanes and so m e turn lanes.).

1 Please return this part o f Fo lso m  to  the full the co nditio ns o f So m m er 2015 (pro tected bike lanes and turn

lanes)!

1 Pro tected

1 Pro tected bike lane Iris to  Creek path. If we are serio us abo ut the pro m ise to  m ake 30%  o f trips in Bo ulder

witho ut the car, this has to  happen. Ro utes m ust CONNECT. Its no t an o ptio n. Or just be ho nest and say the

transpo rtatio n m aster plan was a dream  yo u are no t willing to  im plem ent.

1 Pro tected bike lanes o ptio n

1 Pro tected bike lanes please...

1 Pro tected bike lanes sho uld co ntinue so uth fro m  Spruce to  CU, no t just sto p at Spruce.

1 Pro tected bike lines where po ssible.

1 Pro tected lanes
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1 Pushing all the cars into  o ne lane between spruce and Mapleto n *no rth o f Ho shi Mo to rs) is a pro blem .

accidents waiting to  happen

1 Put it back the way it was

1 Put pro tected bike lanes in

1 Put the pro tected bike lanes back in.

1 Put the pro tected lanes back.

1 REMOVE

1 REMOVE!!!! Fam ilies sho uldn't be riding bikes o n a m ain tho ro ughfare. Perio d. That'll help with safety issues

and accidents.

1 Refine by do ing away with the alleged im pro vem ents.

1 Reinstall pro tected bike lanes

1 Reinstall the pro tected bike lanes. The unpro tected lanes feel like a death wish fo r m e when I am  o n m y bicycle,

and Fo lso m  is scarier than ever after the pedestrian was killed last week by a car.

1 Reinstall the rem o ved cycling infrastructure.

1 Rem o ve m edian to  give bike lane m o re space, but do n't reduce traffic lanes

1 Rem o ve the bicycle lanes

1 Rem o ve the bike lanes and give us m o re bike paths.

1 Rem o ve the bo llards and co nfusing lane co m pressio ns.

1 Rem o ve the pro tected bike lane, place a bike path adjacent to  a repaired sidewalk

1 Rem o ve the white/green bo llards

1 Repair it so  it's easier to  understand where the lanes go . And start giving tickets to  cyclists who  break traffic

laws.

1 Replace separato rs please!

1 Resto re Fo lso m  to  its co nfiguratio n befo re the pilo t pro gram

1 Resto re the two  travel lanes, full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes. Sham e o n the City fo r rem o ving this

redesign.

1 Resto re to  previo us perfectly fine co nfiguratio n

1 Return Fo lso m  to  its practical fo rm er state. We do n't need "big bro ther" deciding what's best fo r us!!
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1 Return it to  the two  travel lanes plus center turn lane!! It is m uch, m uch safer fo r bo th biking and walking. There

was just a fatal accident at Fo lso m  & Canyo n invo lving a pedestrian. We have to  prio ritize bike and pedestrian

safety o ver car speed.

1 Return to  2 travel lanes and buffered bike lane

1 Return to  Sum m er 2015 co nfiguratio n with two  vehicle travel lanes.

1 Return to  Sum m er 2015 status. Center turn lane facilitated better and safer traffic flo w fo r vehicles as well as

safety m argin fo r cyclists with wider bike lane (as bo th a driver and co m m uter).

1 Return to  fo ur lanes and co nventio nal bike lanes.

1 Return to  full pro tected bike lane

1 Return to  pro tected bike lanes

1 Return to  pro tected bike lanes.

1 Return to  sum m er 2015 state

1 Return to  sum m er, 2015 co nfiguratio n lo ng eno ugh to  get adequate data o n effectiveness safety.

1 Return to  the "befo re" with fo ur travel lanes.

1 Return to  the pro tected bike lanes with 2 m o to r vehicles....It was m uch safer last sum m er...Thanks

1 Riding o n this sectio n o f Fo lso m  is unnerving. It was GREAT last sum m er when we had pro tected bike lanes.

1 Right-sizing o n that po rtio n o f Fo lso m  created terrible traffic co nditio ns fo r vehicles and dangero us co nditio ns

fo r cyclists. Please do  no t go  back to  that!!

1 Ro ad to o  busy fo r o nly two  lanes. Last sum m er was a disaster, no t safer fo r bikes either.

1 Sam e as previo us co m m ent. The Fo lso m  experim ent has just m ade m e questio n the city's judgm ent, ability to

use data, and m anagem ent o f funds generally.

1 See m y previo us Co m m ent.

1 See m y previo us co m m ent regarding this stretch o f Fo lso m . The initial experim ent fo r this stretch was a big

tim e m istake, can't im agine there was anything o ther than em o tio n that went into  the decisio n. LEAVE AS

IS!!!!!!

1 See previo us co m m ent

1 See previo us co m m ent.

1 See prio r co m m ents regarding stretch between just so uth o f Valm o nt and no rth o f Pearl

1 Separated bike lanes are essential, and sho uld take prio rity o ver travel lanes fo r cars.

1 So m ebo dy was crazy to  think that the two  lane co nfiguratio n wo uld wo rk.
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1 Spend tim e and m o ney o n things m uch m o re im po rtant and enfo rce EXISTING BIKE RIDING LAWS> Lights,

single file riding in existing bike lanes This was the biggest waste o f tim e and m o ney I have ever seen. What a

friggin eyeso re as well. Lo ve ho w the white m arker were alm o st invisible at night when they were co vered with

dirt and sno w fo r three m o nths.

1 Sto p wasting $$ o n pro jects like this and start enfo rcing bikes riding "within" the existing SINGLE FILE bike lanes

!!

1 Sum m er 2015 is best fo r biking and pro m o ting bike (reducing carbo n em issio ns)

1 Sum m er 2015 lanes.

1 Sum m er 2015 was a ridiculo us m ess. It m akes abso lutely no  sense to  to rture 95%  o f the traffic o n the theo ry

that the 5%  bike trips are go ing to  increase. I'm  no t taking m y kids o n Fo lso m  no  m atter what yo u do  to  it,

because o f turning vehicle traffic. But I wo uld take them  o n 23rd if yo u wo rked o n it.

1 Sum m er 2015 was go o d

1 Take it back to  sum m er 2015, the glo ry days o f biking o n fo lso m !

1 Take the pro tected lane all the way up the hill to  Co lo rado . Enco urage cars to  use alternate ro ute. Fo lso m  isn't

really well suited fo r high speed travel the way 28th, Bro adway o r Fo o thills are. Keep Fo lso m  a neighbo rho o d

street with pro tected bike lanes and sidewalks. The drivers will scream  o f co urse but let them , they have m any

go o d alternatives. Cyclists do n't

1 Thank Go d we are back to  4 lanes in the co m m ercial areas.

1 The "pro tected" bike lanes did no t o ffer any real pro tectio n, but rather a false sense o f pro tectio n. It did allo w

bikers to  ride side by side o ccasio nally, which put them  abo ut as clo se to  the cars as they were befo re fo r the

inside rider (but tho se bo llards wo uld sto p o f car fro m  turning hitting them  o f co urse because o f their invisible

fo rce field? ). And I'll repeat, the co nes are hideo usly ugly and m ake the streets lo o k like perm anent

co nstructio n zo nes! In additio n, the turn lanes and m arkings used during the "experim ent" had car traffic criss

cro ssing with bike traffic in a wo rse and m o re co nfusing way the it was befo re. And I say this as a Bo ulder

resident and bike rider. If it's co nfusing to  lo cals, think ho w bad m ust be fo r o thers who  do  no t live here

(Bo ulder never gets any to urist traffic tho ugh o f co urse). Perso nally, if that's ho w o ur we're go ing to  "im pro ve"

o ur streets fo r biking, I'll find a different, safer, m o re pleasant ro ute to  take.

1 The "right-sized" versio n was visually very co nfusing to  m e as a driver, and thus way m o re dangero us to

cyclists! I hate tho se stick-up things, to o  m uch visual clutter--the less clutter the easier it is to  spo t cyclists.

Painting the street green was co nfusing to o .

1 The 2015 was the biggest clusterfuck in all o f Bo ulder bike histo ry.

1 The Befo re and current treatm ent are unsafe at the po rtio n o f the ro ad where traffic is the highest and car traffic

speeds are higher. Car speeds need to  be enfo rced o r speed lim its sho uld be adjusted to  reflect the danger.

1 The Original system  is preferred by m e bo th in car and o n bike

1 The Sum m er 2015 co nfiguratio n felt dram atically safer. I was sad to  see this fo rward-lo o king change reversed

so  quickly.
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1 The Sum m er 2015 co nfiguratio n m ade the car traffic lanes a little bit narro w. Ho wever, the use o f a buffered

bike lane again wo uld be wo nderful. I saw so  m any m o re parents taking their kids thro ugh Fo lso m  o n bike when

the buffered lane was there. The return to  4 travel lanes sm elled like Bo ulder prio ritizing car traffic o ver

alternate m etho ds in a do wnto wn enviro nm ent where heavy car use sho uld no t be the no rm .

1 The Sum m er 2015 lanes were m uch safer and m o re enviro nm entally friendly. We need to  push peo ple to  start

being respo nsible and riding their bikes m o re, driving less!

1 The Sum m er 2015 o ptio n was go o d, but a HAWK (like the o ne at Regent and the E-Center o n cam pus) was

necessary to  avo id gridlo ck fro m  the cro sswalks.

1 The added bike lanes in that so uthern po rtio n actually m ade m e feel LESS safe as a bicyclist, especially with

regards to  turning cars. Thank yo u fo r listening to  the feedback and rem o ving that treatm ent there. I really do

appreciate the bike lane up near Valm o nt tho . Cars seem  to  travel slo wer there and there are few turns there

anyway. So  I think that was a go o d trade o ff fo r everyo ne.

1 The additio n o f the center turn lanes was a huge im pro vem ent. That was the first thing I experienced and I felt

m o re secure as a driver. And lo o k at that driver in the to p pho to  encro aching in the bike lane! Let's bring back

the pro tectio n alo ng the who le length.

1 The barriers were nice. They kept drivers o ut o f bike lanes, and pro vided at least a psycho lo gical divisio n

between the bike lane and the ro ad. Even if the lane wasn't expanded again, I think the barriers sho uld go  back

up.

1 The bike lane is narro w alo ng this sectio n and I see cars half in it in m y co m m ute daily. It seem ed safer fo r all

invo lved when there were pro tected bike lanes. The num ber o f cars speeding has increased since the rem o val

o f pro tected bike lanes.

1 The bike lane is narro w and cars regularly drive o ver the line into  the bike lane. It's scary riding a bike thro ugh

this sectio n.

1 The bike lanes fro m  Spruce to  Canyo n are po tho le ridden and to o  narro w.

1 The bikers had a go o d lane befo re. It creates to o  m uch traffic that needs to  go  fo r the car lane.

1 The blinking cro sswalk at Fo lso m  and Walnut is a death trap with the 2 lanes o f traffic each way. The seco nd lane

can't see the peds/bikes that are trying to  cro ss.

1 The center turn lane at Spruce (? ) so m etim es creates m essy, dangero us m erging o f cars as a single thro ugh

lane pro ceeds fro m  2 lanes.

1 The center turn lane is helpful, but the bike lanes m ay be to o  wide.

1 The center turn lanes are a waste o f a lane and rarely used. If we m ust have bike lanes, which I do n't suppo rt, at

least figure o ut a way to  squeeze in m o re traffic lanes.

1 The changes o n Fo lso m  were ho rrendo us fo r co m m uting. I am  so  happy they have resto red the 4 lanes. It is so

m uch less stressful than the two  lanes, which caused to o  m uch traffic co ngestio n and snarled nerves.

1 The co m m ents that I've read that this sectio n was "perfectly fine" befo re and after the "right-sizing" are bald-

faced lies. The experim ent sho uld have co ntinued fo r a year as initially planned and then evaluated.
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1 The fo ur Lane co nfiguratio n is m uch less pleasant to  ride than the two  lane co nfiguratio n. Riding Fo lso m  is

terrifying and there aren't m any o ther o ptio ns in this area to  travel no rth so uth.

1 The im po rtant o ptio n is (no t surprisingly) absent. The who le m indless o peratio n acco m plished no thing.

Unfo rtunately if peo ple 'stick to  the o ffered cho ices' yo u'll still keep yo ur (I suspect high paying) jo bs. But then

I'm  to o  o ld to  kno w everything.

1 The o ld lane arrangem ent was just fine--changes were no t needed and m ade traffic o n Fo lso m  wo rse witho ut

increasing bike traffic. Who  cam e up with this ill-co nceived no tio n?  Give that perso n ano ther jo b to  do !!!

1 The o nly pro blem atic sectio ns alo ng this stretch seem  to  be the right turns lanes at Canyo n o r Pearl. Cars

turning right do n't always realize there's a bike in the bike lane.

1 The plan previo usly im plem ented was ho rrendo us, and I am  thankful it reverted back to  fo ur lanes.

1 The pro tected bike lanes are m uch better. Cars are co nstantly riding o ver the white line as it is to day.

1 The pro tected bike lanes caused terrible co ngestio n and co nfusio n.

1 The pro tected bike lanes felt m uch safer in this central co rrido r. Often passed by cyclists, o r passing o ther

cyclists, which m eans the dem and fo r wider ro ad is there, to  ensure bicycle safety.

1 The pro tected bike lanes really wo rk! Please put them  back so  that I can be safe riding o n Fo lso m .

1 The pro tected lanes were better

1 The street needs to  be reco nstructed and widened to  acco m m o date a larger bike lane, even if this m eans

changing the existing sidewalk and pro perties

1 The tem po rary change was a disaster

1 The two  car lanes with pro tected bike lanes was an im pro vem ent. City leadership o ver-reacted to  the squeaky

wheel. There was so m e delay by car no rthbo und at Pearl due to  the Walnut pedestrian cro ssing that co uld have

been im pro ved.

1 The vo lum e o f vehicular traffic o n this stretch will always be high due to  the m any sho ps and businesses and the

intersectio n with Arapaho e Avenue - a m ajo r city tho ro ughfare. In a perfect wo rld, fo ur traffic lanes and

pro tected bike lanes wo uld be ideal. But given the space co nstraints, the need fo r vehicles to  easily access this

stretch - bo th to  m ake it reaso nably usable by drivers and, critically, to  sustain the custo m er base o f lo cal

businesses - m ust win o ut.

1 The white po les are idio tic, they do  no thing to  enhance safety. Additio nally, the intersectio ns are to tally

co nfusing when yo u're m aking a right turn. And what do es the green paint o n the asphalt m ean exactly?

1 There are so  m any quieter side streets where bike traffic wo uld be m o re appro priate. I think Fo lso m  is to o  busy

fo r bikes.

1 There definitely needs to  be two  lanes o f traffic each way between Arapaho e and Pine.

1 There is far to o  m uch traffic to  rem o ve two  lanes, especially with cars needing to  turn in m ultiple directio ns.

This was a bad idea that sho uld have never happened to  begin with.
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1 There needs to  be a safe bicycle access to  the village co m plex and the 29th St m all fro m  no rth Bo ulder, and

there currently isn't o ne. Pro tected bike lanes o n Fo lso m  wo uld partially so lve this (altho ugh an o ff-ro ad path,

like an extensio n to  the Elm er's 2 m ile ro ute wo uld be m o st preferable).

1 There never was a pro blem  fo r bikers alo ng Fo lso m . It, and 19th, have always been the best streets to  get

aro und to wn o n a bike. I never understo o d why Fo lso m  was targeted to  'right-size'. It has always been the right

size.

1 There sho uld be two  pro tected bike lanes o n this co rrido r.

1 These bike lanes are VERY narro w. Yo u can see that the green and white bicycle lo go s in the lane do n't even fit in

the lane. Fo r bicycle lanes, I'd prefer wider lanes, and pro tected lanes are even better.

1 This area is co ngested and bicyclist need the additio nal pro tectio n. The sheer disadvantage a pedestrian/biker

has against a 2000# m etal can has to  be facto red into  this. The bike hits a car and acts like a fly o n the windshield.

Turn o n the wipers and wash them  away. A car taps a cyclist o r pedestrian and its is gam e o ver. The recent

accident with the 84 year o ld wo m an cro ssing the street is a perfect exam ple o f the im pact. I feel fo r the driver

but also  the no w deceased wo m an. There is no  bringing her back. I've watched thro ugh the rear windo ws

drivers o n their pho nes. The tight quarters in this area m akes o ne slip up o r lack o f attentio n disastro us.

1 This co nfiguratio n seem s to  be wo rking.

1 This is a busy stretch o f Fo lso m , as it's between the two  m ajo r thru-ways to  do wnto wn - Pearl and Canyo n.

Auto m o bile traffic is a bit m o re intense alo ng this stretch, and it wo uld be nice to  have a bit m o re space between

m yself and auto m o tive traffic while riding. I also  never saw the alleged traffic jam s that o ccurred during the

right-sizing pro ject and think that they were exaggerated by drivers.

1 This is a busy stretch with lo ts o f cars, m o ving quickly, and unsafe fo r pedestrians/bikes. Need better bike

facilities.

1 This is a to ugh o ne. In principal I suppo rt rightsizing thro ugh the Pearl-Arapaho e area o n Fo lso m , ho wever it

really seem ed to  be a pro blem  when o nly o ne lane o f traffic was able to  clear the lights, causing so uthbo und

backups past Mapleto n, and causing a substantial am o unt o f trips to  divert thro ugh the Pine/Spruce area. What

o ther creative o ptio ns are there?

1 This is fine no w. It really wasn't wo rking with the bo llards and fewer lanes, and that is co m ing fro m  a bicyclist. I

do n't drive eno ugh fo r it to  m atter to  m e, but I think there are still auto  traffic bo ttlenecks during rush ho ur

aro und Pine. Maybe it sho uld be fo ur lanes past pine to  no rth in bo th directio ns?

1 This is m uch safer and m akes peo ple ride their bikes. Do n't be stupid and take them  away! This is the reaso n why

I m o ved to  Bo ulder in the first place, like so  m any o thers.

1 This is the m o st efficient m etho d. Cars and bikers be aware o f each o ther.

1 This is the setup that wo rks. Do n't m ess with it. No thing is perfectly safe anyway.

1 This pro ject was a fo reseeable and preventible disaster. This questio n is po o rly wo rded. If I say "keep" the city

can claim  that I suppo rt what was do ne. If I say "refine" the city can claim  that I suppo rt the city efffo rts at

refinem ent. Ho w abo ut a third cho ice "resto re" as in resto re it to  its o riginal co nditio n which was better befo re

the city attem pted to  refine it.

Count Response



1 This questio n is unclear, vague and po o rly wo rded as to  what "keep" m eans. I am  cho o sing "keep" because 4

lanes o f vehicular traffic are needed in this sectio n o f ro adway. As a daily cyclist I never felt unsafe with the o ld

bike lanes. The right-sizing m ade it less safe fo r m e as a cyclist because o f the the bo llards fo rce turning

m o to rists to  be less clear abo ut their intentio ns--cars can't edge o ver to  the right befo re the intersectio ns but

instead have to  m ake sharp turns in fro nt o f yo u. I have had m o re tro uble being cut o ff by right-turning vehicles

with the "pro tected" bike lanes than with the o ld o nes. Fo rtunately there are fewer intersectio ns no rth o f

Mapleto n, so  the current design m o stly wo rks. All that being said, I'd certainly suppo rt a curb-separated bike

path.

1 This questio n is unclear. By keep I assum e it m eans to  bring the pro tected bike lane back.

1 This sectio n appeared to  have bad traffic when it had less travel lanes, causing an angry car driver upro ar that did

no t m ake fo r a favo rable biking experience either.

1 This sectio n sucks. Cars expect cyclists to  ride in the gutter. There is no  pro tectio n fro m  aggressive drivers o r

big trucks. Peo ple in cars wo uld rather pass a cyclists within an inch o f the riders life than use their brakes to

slo w do wn until it is safe fo r THEM to  pass (isn't that ho w it wo rks with slo w m o ving vehicles? ? )

1 This segm ent was m o re co ngested than the o ne further no rth, so  go o d to  keep 4 lanes in this sectio n.

1 This wo rks.

1 To o  co ngested fo r o nly 2 auto  lanes.

1 To o  m uch space is given to  bicycles

1 Traffic flo ws well, bikers are safer.

1 Travel tim e and co ngestio n varied widely in this area yet the o nly thing that was repo rted was averages o n the

m ain street - Fo lso m . What was the side street delay?  left turning delay?  variatio n in travel tim es.

1 Turn it back to  co nventio nal bike lanes. BTW -- the Sum m er 2015 picture the riders are riding ILLEGALLY as they

are NOT SINGLE FILE.

1 Two  travel lanes, full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes

1 Way to o  narro w to  feel safe co nsidering the gutter, the pavem ent deterio rating where the gutter m eets the

asphalt, and vehicle within 3' o f riders.

1 We have 28th st fo r cars, keep m aking Fo lso m  m o re bike friendly

1 We have to  be willing to  suffer so m e inco nvenience to  increase safety and the num ber o f peo ple biking. With

the o riginal pro tected lanes I felt co m fo rtable taking m y grandkids. No w I do n't. But I do  appreciate, fo r m y o wn

safety, the part yo u kept. And I am  an experienced cyclist, riding 4000+ m iles annually.

1 We need the 4 lanes and a center turn lane. build a separate structure fo r bicycles that gets them  away fro m

auto s and pedestrians

1 We sho uld go  back to  having pro tected bike lanes there.

1 When did the bike lane get rem o ved?  I didn't kno w that it went back to  a 4-lane ro ad?
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1 When it was narro wed, there was serio us co ngestio n at so m e tim es o f day.

1 When there was a pro tected bike lane, I was able to  take m y kid to  daycare in a bike trailer alo ng Fo lso m . It cut a

m ile o ff o f m y co m m ute each way.

1 Where children under the age o f 14 are expected to  be using paths, they sho uld be m o re defined and rem o ved

fro m  auto  traffic.

1 Why no  o ther o ptio n?

1 Widen bike lanes, im pro ve sidewalks, but DO NOT REMOVE the fo ur auto m o bile travel lanes.

1 Widen bike path & pro tect. Use im m inent do m ain if necessary & create pro tected intersectio ns. Lo o k at yo ur

to p pho to . There's no  way that Jeep is giving the legally necessary 3' to  pass & m o st peo ple wo uld feel

unco m fo rtable letting their children ride in a co nventio nal bike lane which sho uld be yo ur barram eter o f

success.

1 With the co nventio nal bike lanes it's scary riding o n such a busy ro ad.

1 Wo rks fine

1 Wo rks just fine as is. This was a very bad street to  experim ent o n. My co nfidence in the city was so m ewhat

resto red with this was reversed.

1 Wo uld like to  see m o re bike pro tectio n

1 Wo uld lo ve a lo nger pro tected bike lane

1 Wo uld lo ve to  see the bigger, pro tected bike lanes go  back in. This is a high-traffic area and peo ple drive like

to tal m o ro ns.

1 Wo uld prefer easier/safer bike access to  CU with bigger bike lanes. Live in 27th and Valm o nt.

1 YOU DON'T HAVE FULL CENTER TURN LANES. BETWEEN ARAPAHO AND MAPLETON THERE IS HARDSCAPE.

YOU ARE IGNORING AND SUPPORTING A KNOWN DEFECT IN THE PLAN.

1 Yo u guys fixed this sectio n. Well do ne.

1 Yo u have to  be crazy to  bike with yo ur kid o n Fo lso m . Street is to o  busy with in-co m m uters. As lo ng as transit

sucks, we are go ing to  have a lo t o f in-co m m uters. Their bike rate is less than 1% .

1 Yo u've go t to  keep the fo ur lanes o f travel -- the two  lanes was a co m plete failure, especially fo r winter travel.

1 Yo ur idio tic lanes m ade cars cut sharply acro ss the bike lanes to  turn. With m o re ro o m  is m o re o ppo rtunity to

avo id a pro blem

1 again, yo u are so lving fo r a no n pro blem . it wasn't a pro blem  befo re and no w yo u are putting in place a so lutio n

fo r 1/10 o f the users. Maybe 1/100?  Based o n vo lum e, cars are m uch heavier users than bikes.

1 go  back to  Sum m er 2015 - 2 car lanes

1 go  back to  Sum m er 2015 with m o re pro tected bike lanes
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1 go  back to  o riginal lanes

1 i wo rk o ff o f spruce and fo lso m , i ro de m y bike m o re to  wo rk as it was so  m uch easier.

1 it sho uld be right sized again with o ne travel lane fo r cars and a pro tected bicycle lane.

1 it wo rks well as it is, and tho se stick things are really ugly (and they seem  to  be appearing all o ver to wn… ho rrible

at Bo ulder Junctio n)

1 keep it 4 lanes.

1 keep it as it is. Fam ilys rarely use this even with the fo rm er test, m o st peo ple are just getting so m ewhere and are

fine with cars.

1 leave 2 car lanes

1 m ake existing bike lanes m o re o bvio us (co lo r? )

1 m ake it like it used to  be!

1 m o ve barrier back to  o riginal bike lane

1 prefer "Sum m er 2015: Two  travel lanes, full center turn lane and pro tected bike lanes"

1 pro tected bike lanes

1 pro tected bike lanes

1 put it back the way it was befo re this stupid fiasco

1 return to  no rm al. This area has to o  m uch car traffic to  reduce to  2 lanes. why can't yo u just put up co nes o n

existing lanes and no t destro y current flo w?

1 see abo ve

1 see prio r co m m ent

1 sho uld go  back to  fo ur lanes

1 single lanes bo th ways was HORRIBLE traffic jam  and slo wed pro gress to  m ake fo r m o re po llutio n by cars

co ntinually waiting to  drive fo rward

1 still co nfusio n if bikers and drivers are no t paying attentio n, which so m e are no t. i see near m isses and saw

so m e hits.

1 sum m er 2015

1 sum m er 2015 was the safest way to  travel

1 the lanes are to o  narro w. it's scary to  ride them .

1 the pro tected bike lanes were great! to o  bad they go t taken o ut.
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1 the redirect o f left lane o nly turns o nto  pine is helpful the m erge ho wever into  o ne lane prio r is dangero us' the

hairpin left fro m  no rtbo und fo lso m  o nto  spruce is dangero us in general the city o f bo ulder m akes ro adways

m o re dangero us straight is safer than curved curved/wavy lanes o n eastbo und pearl appro aching 28th are

dangero us

1 the resizing created a nightm are fo r cars traveling o n the ro ad. The m edians created lo ts o f backed up traffic.

1 there are m ajo r no rth so uth and east west auto  co rrido rs no w. please sto p co m pro m ising their vo lum e by

dro pping lanes fo r bikes find alt ro utes fo r bikes if standard bike lanes no t eno ugh. Why frustrate auto s fo r

co nvenience o f a few bikes?  Majo rity rule?

1 unexpected sharp lane changes co uld be dangero us and are definitely co nfusing

1 use pro tected bike lines like in the last questio n; I do n't kno w what "keep" and "refine" m ean in this questio n
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1 "skip" and "green dash" are euphem ism s fo r "the bike lane degrades and cars are enco uraged to  crash into

bicyclist at intersectio ns when m any drivers are distracted by o ther traffic and their m aps and whatever else they

are do ing". I think this is pro blem atic. At intersectio n are where cars sho uld be enco uraged to  go  slo wer, check

m irro rs etc. They sho uld no t be enco uraged to  cut the co rner and kill as m any peo ple as po ssible.

1 A waste o f green paint that has no  m eaning to  drivers o r peo ple fro m  o ut o f to wn.

1 Add co nes o r so m e physical barrier

1 Adds to  clarity o f the lane

1 Again, anything that co ntributes to  safer streets fo r cycling is a big plus.

1 Any pavem ent treatm ent that enco urages cautio n, co m m unicatio n and co o peratio n am o ng m o to rists and

peo ple o n bikes is a go o d thing. Keep it.

1 Anything that clarifies which way bike traffic will travel is helpful fo r everybo dy.

1 Are we to  auto m atically kno w what a co lo red ro ad is suppo sed to  m ean?  Peo ple do n't even kno w the *current*

rules o f the ro ad, no r do  they abide by them . No r do  the m ajo rity o f bo th drivers and bicyclists kno w the

rules/laws fo r bicycles (!) To  m ake m atters wo rse, these rules/laws change spo ntaneo usly witho ut no tice (to

anyo ne) as o ne drives/bicycles fro m  o ne part o f to wn to  ano ther. Please do n't co m plicate it further by no w

thro wing co lo r-co des into  the m ix. Instead: Keep bicycles and cars separate, teach drivers ho w to  use the left

lane as a passing lane, no t a driving lane, teach everyo ne the laws that apply to  bicyclists, do  no t increase

vehicular traffic (ergo , co ngestio n, frustratio n, po llutio n, and accidents, etc.) by taking away their space and

giving it to  bicycles, which are an o rder o f m agnitude less in size and then so m e in num bers.

1 As a bike co m m uter, I really appreciate the bright paint treatm ent. It m akes it clear to  m o to rists that I am

suppo sed to  exist o n the street, which m akes m e feel safer. Fo r turns, I do  really appreciate the green blo cks

that are turning areas fo r bikes m aking left turns - like the o nes o n Valm o nt and 30th. There is no t a lo t o f bike

traffic o n Pearl, but it seem s like a sim ple treatm ent that m akes it easier to  interact o ff o f the standard ro utes to

get to  where yo u need to  go  as a biker.

1 As a cyclist, I wo uld lo ve to  see a pro tected lane (with bo llards). The green paint by itself do esn't do  m uch to

m ake m e feel safe/visible.

1 As no  data as pro ven whether this new pro cess has m itigated either safety o r traffic flo w, no  additio nal wo rk

sho uld be acco m plished if and until the data substantiates a po sitive ROI.

1 As no ted previo usly, the green – lines are co nfusing to  drivers and cyclists alike. There has no t been any

educatio n o n what exactly to  do . I have seen drivers pull o ver to  the right to  m ake a right-hand turn as well as stay

to  the left o f the bike lane and turn left. Peo ple do n't kno w what to  do .

3. Today, the Folsom and Pearl Street intersection has a
dashed green stripe.BEFORE: Skip striping between
bike lane and travel lanes TODAY: Green dash right
turn     Based on your experience with the current
treatment, what do you recommend? - comments



1 At m inim um , keep this im pro vem ent. I wo uld suppo rt experim ent with additio nal m easures to  rem ind cars

turning right that a bike lane exists. I do  no t think the green stripes are visible eno ugh, tho ugh I do  no t have a

specific reco m m endatio n fo r so m ething m o re visible.

1 At this po int I do  no t understand o r easily reco gnize the m eaning o f the green stripes. They seem  different than

the way green is used o n streets do wnto wn. This m ay change o ver tim e as fam iliarity increases.

1 Bicyclists seem  to  be the o nly peo ple who  are well versed in what the green m arkings m ean. Better signage o r

m o re perio dic educatio nal cam paigns m ight be helpful.

1 Bo th as a m o to rist and. Biker, I do n\'t find the greens particularly safe when no t buffered

1 But no t nearly as go o d as a pro tected lane and pro tected intersectio n as being do ne in Salt Lake, Davis, and

Austin.

1 Can't see them  as well. HOw abo ut NEON green?

1 Cars do  no t respect the bike lane and it sho uld be delineated.

1 Cars turning acro ss a bike lane is am o ng the m o st dangero us situatio ns fo r a biker. Definitely keep and keep

im pro ving!

1 Certain streets sho uld be just fo r cyclists

1 Co lo r m akes biking a bit safer; cars are m o re likely to  no tice the bike lane befo re they turn.

1 Co lo r the who le area GREEN. San Francisco  do es an am azing jo b o f this and it sho ws m o to rists that this is no t

an appro priate place to  park between cyclists. We all pay fo r ro ads thro ugh vario us taxes yet cars so m eho w

m o no po lize the ro ads. Its no t unreaso nable to  paint 4 feet o f the ro ad to  deno te safe cycle passage.

1 Co nfusing as it no w is. It was m o re clear during the "befo re" stage.

1 Co nfusing. What do es it m ean?

1 Co nsider green bo x at intersectio ns that put bikes fo rward o f cars fo r visibility (Dutch design).

1 Cyclists do  no t respect drivers trying to  turn

1 Do  no t do  the Criss-Cro ss like yo u had at Fo lso m  and Canyo n. Very dangero us. Ho lland sto pped do ing that 30

years ago .

1 Do  yo u really think the peo ple who  are a pro blem  pay any attentio n to  details like this?

1 Do es anyo ne actually think this is im po rtant?

1 Do esn't m ake a difference, really, o ne way o r the o ther.

1 Do esn't m atter o ne way o r the o ther

1 Do esn't m atter. I drive it all the tim e and never no ticed tho se green dashes. I do  watch carefully fo r bikes,

tho ugh. I just do n't no tice the green paint o n the street.
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1 Do n't care.

1 Do n't feel this sim ple paint jo b do es m uch, but no  need to  rem o ve. I believe the po int is to  m ake the bike lane

m o re visible to  cars. Perhaps this can be do ne by alternating with o ther co lo rs, like o range.

1 Do n't think it m akes a difference

1 Drivers avo id the green dash lanes slightly m o re than the co nventio nal lanes.

1 Either go  back to  the o riginal o r use a white bike sym bo l--that wo uld get the idea acro ss m o re clearly to  m e than

green lines.

1 Either way is o kay

1 Fix signal tim ing to  allo w peo ple walking and peo ple who  ride bikes to  enter the intersectio n first.

1 Fo r unaccusto m ed drivers, signage sho uld explain what the green paint m eans. Visito rs m ay be to tally unaware

o f their m eaning.

1 GREAT FOR BIKERS AND DRIVERS.

1 Give Bikes and Peds 5 seco nd head start at the light. * Watch o ut fo r the po tho les and buckling pavem ent o n

Pearl / Fo lso m  intersectio n. It will thro w yo u o ff the bike.

1 Go  back to  the fully pro tected lanes. At the very least keep the green striping.

1 Go o d to  have better pro tectio n fo r bicyclists

1 Go o d to  rem ind m o to rists to  watch o ut fo r bikes in turn lanes

1 Green dash is co de fo r "right turn"?  Go o d to  kno w...

1 Green is m o re no ticeable?  Feels like the peo ple in cars no tice m e better no w when I am  sto pped there at a light,

but m ay it's just in m y head!

1 Green is nice but I am  no t sure cars understand it. I think yello w wo uld help better. Thanks!

1 Green lines rem ind m e to  check m y m irro r to  lo o k fo r cyclists.

1 Green paint is an eyeso re and co nfusing fo r drivers, especially o ut o f to wn visito rs who  have no  idea what the

co lo r co ding m eans.

1 Green paint seem s to  cam e drivers slightly m o re co nscio us o f the lane's existence.

1 Green stripes do  help to  clarify the use. But I still disagree with rem o ving traffic lanes

1 Green stripes do  no thing to  info rm  an o ut-o f-to wn driver when to  pull to  the right to  m ake a right turn

(especially when the light is red) no r do  anything to  so lve the pro blem  o f seeing cyclists whizzing up behind yo u

when yo u're signalling a right turn, and there is no  way to  tell if the cyclist is go ing straight o r turning. If auto s are

suppo sed to  turn fro m  the m iddle o f the street instead o f pulling to  the right first, there m ight be a painted

arro w indicating this.
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1 Green zo nes enco urage bikers to  sim ply ride witho ut paying attentio n o r heed to  cars, in the false no tio n they

are safe no w because o f so m e paint. The idea o f the paint vs. the behavio ral changes o f riders are at o dds with

each o ther.

1 Have yo u educated drivers and cyclists abo ut what green paint m eans?  Signage, etc. Ro ad users do n't see a lo t

o f green paint (in m o st to wns)

1 Ho nestly I did no t (and still do  no t) understand what the green represents. There are so lid parts and dashed

parts.

1 Ho nestly, m o st peo ple (including m e, an avid cyclist and o ccasio nal driver) do n't kno w what these m ean.

Drivers NEED to  kno w what these m ean. We need a big educatio nal cam paign.

1 Ho w wo uld anyo ne who  has no t kept abreast o f these changes/develo pm ents kno w what the green paint

m eant?

1 I am  no t sure what the dashed green lines m ean, as there is no  signage explaining what cars are suppo sed to  do

vis a vis the dashed lines.

1 I appreciate that the green paint pro vides a visual cue fo r drivers that the lane has a purpo se fo r bikes.

1 I appreciate the criticism  that the green striping clutters the intersectio n and creates distractio n. Ho wever, I also

have o bserved that it results in greater cautio n. Cyclists have greater visibility and get cut o ff far less fro m

so uthbo und drivers turning west.

1 I believe that the green dashing do es m ake drivers m o re aware o f the po tential fo r bicycles in that area,

altho ugh I feel that cyclists m ust yield to  cars turning fo r their safety

1 I can't tell that it m akes any difference. Yo ur questio ns sho uld allo w fo r this o ptio n.

1 I do n't experience the green m ixing zo nes as all that different. I think the city sho uld fo cus o n educating

bicyclists that the law states that they m ust sto p behind the first car sto pped at a light if it has its right turn signal

o n. This is a regular m istake I see m ade by o ther bicyclists. They tend to  ride aro und them  to  the right and try to

get in fro nt o f them .

1 I do n't kno w ho w m uch green paint will actually help, but there is no  do wnside in m y m ind.

1 I do n't kno w if it co uld be applied here, but I really like the green bike bo xes at intersectio ns. Makes m e feel really

safe when I am  biking.

1 I do n't see the po int o f the ugly green lines, ho w are they even rem o tely different fro m  what we had befo re?

1 I do n't think anyo ne understands it! Especially the drivers!

1 I do n't think drivers no tice o r understand the changes. I do n't kno w what they do  in o ther bike-friendly cities, but

so m e refinem ent is needed to  help drivers see & respect the separatio n.

1 I do n't think it m akes a difference at all

1 I do n't think the green do es m uch, but keep it, I guess.

1 I do n't think they have m uch effect either way, so  do n't spend any m o re m o ney changing it!
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1 I do n't think this m akes m uch o f a difference. The green do esn't m ake the lane any easier to  see than when it was

just a white dash line.

1 I do n't understand the dashed white lines im plying it's alright fo r cars to  cro ss into  the bike lane. I'd rather have a

so lid white line straight into  the intersectio n. Vehicles can turn o nce they enter the intersectio n, they do n't need

to  drift into  the bike lane. I wo uld also  rather see a green bike bo x extend into  the intersectio n.

1 I find the green stripes m eaningless particularly since there is no  effo rt m ade to  educate the car driving public.

Drivers need to  be educated o n rights o f cyclists. Cyclists need to  be educated o n ho w to  use infra pro perly and

legally.

1 I find these help with awareness and visibility. But drivers still do n't understand that the dashes m ean m ixing

zo ne

1 I go t hit o n m y bike o n Arapaho e and fulso m  in the bike lane. I was go in straight and the car next to  m e was go ing

right. The car hit m y fro nt tire spead up and co ntinued to  drive.

1 I guess keep altho ugh I am  no t sure what they m ean.

1 I have m ade right turns using the far right as a turn lane when uno ccupied, but it is co nfusing if this is allo wed.

There is no  signage and this is no t standard practice. Even as lo cals figure it o ut, to urists and o ther visito rs will

be co ntinually co nfused.

1 I like it, but it is sm all eno ugh that it feels like drivers m ight no t even no tice the green. Maybe tabs o r gro o ves

between right turn lanes?

1 I like the attentio n that the green striping gets fro m  m o to rists. This co uld pro bably be greatly expanded

elsewhere. Anything to  jo lt drivers o ut o f their stupo r.

1 I like the extra visual key.

1 I like the green fo r the bikes.

1 I like the green stripes

1 I never even no ticed the green striping and I walk alo ng that area every co uple o f weeks!

1 I prefer the so lid line nearly all the way to  the intersectio n, as befo re. The green co lo r is an im pro vem ent,

tho ugh do esn't actual do  m uch to  feel bicycle riders feel safer in an unpro tected bike lane.

1 I see bikes alm o st get hit here A LOT! Vehicles turning seem  co nfused.

1 I think I've no ticed less cars edge into  this space with the green.

1 I think it's a fine way to  rem ind fo lks that there is a bike lane there.

1 I think so m e reflective bum ps wo uld be helpful as the green is no t always visible.

1 I think that the po int o f the green lanes is to  call attentio n to  bikes in their lane, but the m arkings do n't feel like

adequate pro tectio n, co nsidering that the lane is still the sam e width.

1 I think the dashed green stripes are fine.
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1 I think the green is a stro nger signal to  drivers to  pay attentio n fo r bikes.

1 I think the green stripes are helpful.

1 I think the m arkings fo r bike lanes are go o d

1 I think the striped green helps advise cars that bicycles are turning. But what abo ut pedestrians?

1 I think the who le strategy o f the green striped sectio n needs to  be revisited o r at least needs an educatio n

cam paign as neither cyclists no r vehicles kno w ho w these sectio ns are suppo sed to  be used.

1 I think this co uld be a little m o re pro m inent and m aybe so m e m o re pro tectio n / plastic po sts befo re the line

do ts.

1 I think this helps better distinguish fo r drivers when they see it that this is a bike lane... Keep it.

1 I think this is a great im pro vem ent and ho pe that it can be expanded. I have seen eno ugh texting drivers o n

Fo lso m  to  wish fo r pro tected bike lanes all the way fro m  CU to  Valm o nt.

1 I think we sho uld keep the green stripes but I'm  no t sure drivers really understand what they m ean.

1 I wo uld like to  see an additio n that is m o re visible in inclem ent weather and at night such as em bedded reflecto rs

o r reflective paint.

1 I'm  a bicyclist, and I STILL do n't kno w what this street striping m eans. AFAIK, this do es no t co m ply with any

natio nal o r internatio nal traffic standards, but appears to  be so m e ad ho c schem e perhaps co pied fro m  ano ther

"bike friendly" co m m unity. My feeling in general has been that when Bo ulder's traffic engineers "go  ro gue" with

these types o f schem es the results are no t necessarily safer o r better. It o nly takes o ne o ut-o f-to wn driver

(read: a new CU freshm an) unfam iliar with these lo cal, no n-standard traffic patterns to  create a tragedy because

o f co nfusio n o r distractio n.

1 I'm  no t co nvinced it helps, but it can't hurt.

1 I'm  no t sure what this do es?  But rem o ving it is EXPENSIVE and Bo ulder has already spent eno ugh tearing do wn

pro jects

1 I'm  o kay if it m akes drivers such as m yself m o re aware o f cyclists -- the co lo r seem s to  do  that. Just m ake sure

yo u repaint each year and/o r do n't let the green fade o ver tim e.

1 IF this m eans keeping the striping and no thing else.

1 IMO, the current m arkings m ake m o re o f an im pact.

1 If tho se stripes are suppo sed to  draw attentio n to  danger zo nes, they sho uld be m o re attentio n grabbing

1 If we keep this needs to  be co nsistent thro ugho ut Bo ulder

1 Im pro ves safety, but it's o nly paint. Ho w abo ut addressing vehicular turning actio ns and signal tim ing? !

1 In additio n to  striping, signage needs to  be better fo r winter m o nths where striping m ay be o bscured.

1 Include a series o f R turn arro ws
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1 Indifferent,

1 It do esn't add any new info rm atio n fo r m e.

1 It is a terrific visual fo r all users.

1 It is co nfusing since peo ple have no t seen this in o ther cities so  visito r co uld be dangero us

1 It is fine, but insignificant and m eaningless. No r wo rth spending m o ney rem o ving--o r do ing elsewhere.

1 It lo o ks like the children o f the neighbo rho o d fo und so m e green paint and had a great tim e!

1 It m ight be better if there was so m e co ntinuo us m arking tho ugh the intersectio n that rem inded drivers that

there was a lane o f traffic they m ay be cro ssing o ver

1 It really do es no t m ake any difference visually - in fact can be co nfusing.

1 It's a great heads up to  right-turning vehicles.

1 It's a jo ke the way it is. Put the pro tected lanes in

1 It's a safety hazard because it has em bo ldened the already entitled bicyclists.

1 It's no t clear what the green striping m eans. Appears to  have a different m eaning in different places; isn't always

present in the bike lane; do esn't tell a car what to  do  when it is m aking a right turn.

1 It's no t m uch, but at least it m ight signal to  a few drivers that they are no t where they sho uld be. (I get drivers

encro aching prio r to  turning all the tim e either way.)

1 It's no t that easily visible.

1 Keep and ticket cars that use these bo xes as turn lanes. It o ccurs daily and nearly every cycle.

1 Keep but better educate bo th drivers and cyclists what the green treatm ent signifies.

1 Keep the current treatm ent which clearly dem arcates the bike lane.

1 Keep, but add back the pro tected lanes.

1 Like I said, I avo id Fo lso m  every which way po ssible. I do  no t care what yo u do .

1 Like it- increases car drivers' awareness o f cyclists.

1 Lo ve the green dash--m akes m e feel m o re co m fo rtable waiting in that lane instead o f a car trying to  encro ach

into  the lane to  m ake a right turn.

1 Lo ve the stripes.

1 Lo ve these, even when driving it's a great rem inder

1 Make it so lid green
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1 Make so lid green rather than dashed.

1 Maybe add "Blue" zo nes fo r pedestrians, where bicycles have to  yield to  pedestrians.

1 Maybe yello w wo uld be better

1 Meaningless

1 Mo ney wo uld be better spent dealing with the seam  between the bike lane and gutter and so lving the pro blem  in

the sum m er o f there alm o st always being water in the gutter--po o ls in places--because o f sprinklers. Tho se

po o ls are a bigger hazzard in the m o rnings.

1 Mo re green wo uld help catch m o to rists eyes and raise awareness

1 Mo re pro tected bike lanes please...

1 Mo ve to wards bike pro tected intersectio ns: http://www.pro tectedintersectio n.co m

1 Much m o re co nspicuo us fo r drivers to  pay attentio n to  bikes when they are abo ut to  turn right.

1 Need m o re signs warning peo ple to  stay o ut o f the bike lanes and give bikes the right o f way when they are

turning right

1 Nice, no w o nly if there was so m e way to  educate o ut-o f-to wn fo lks abo ut these...

1 No  co m m ent. Leave it to  the bikers

1 No  o ne ever explained the green paint. It wasn't necessary. Why co nfuse peo ple who  drive and have no  idea

what vario us paint co lo rs m ean?

1 No  o ne kno ws what these co nfusing, arbitrary m arkings m ean.

1 No  o ne kno ws what this m eans.

1 No  o pinio n. Drivers who  didn't understand skip striping aren't go ing to  respect green-dashing either. The

green paint wo uld have m o re im pact if applied co nsistently thro ugho ut the city. Otherwise it's just m o re no ise.

1 No  real o pinio n o n green dashed lines

1 No bo dy kno ws what the green stripes m ean. When I'm  o n m y bike I sure do n't trust them  to  keep m e safe.

1 No t im po rtant. I do  wo nder abo ut co m po sitio n o f the green paint.

1 No t required when different m o des o f transpo rtatio n are no t m ixes.

1 No t sure this is clear eno ugh to  keep cars fro m  fo rgetting bikes m ay be there and turning into  them . Prefer bike

first signals and so m e additio nal bike bo x

1 No t sure w this o ne. Cars just wear o ff the green paint and its a waste o f tax payers m o ney.

1 No t sure what the purpo se o f the green stripes are, co m pared to  the white stripes. It m akes no  difference
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1 No t sure.

1 No tice the uneven pavem ent in the seco nd picture. Even o ut the pavem ent. Cars tend to  swerve into  the next

lane when bicycle riders ride to  the left o f their lane to  avo id uneven pavem ent.

1 OK but no t great. I'm  still wo rried so m eo ne turning right will hit m e.

1 OMG - needing a handbo o k to  try to  understand the m arkings when I'm  driving o r cycling is insanely dangero us.

Get rid o f these unfam iliar m arkings. Just leave it the way it was and ro ute bike traffic o n 28th o r 29th o r 30th

Street. Five year o lds do  NOT belo ng in the street, and no thing yo u do  will change that. Put them  o n the

sidewalk. The go al sho uld never be to  get prescho o lers next to  trucks, I'm  so rry, that is no t go o d public po licy

o r a go o d use o f taxpayer do llars.

1 Or, do  what the bicyclists want o n this o ne.

1 Other than so m e increased visibility, I'm  no t sure ho w useful this striping is. I was disappo inted that when the

pro tected lanes were rem o ved fro m  Pine to  Arapaho e, that the green striping acro ss all the intersectio ns was

rem o ved as well. I think the green striping thro ugh the intersectio ns has a greater visibility facto r and therefo re

creates safer streets fo r cyclists, pedestrians and car traffic.

1 Otherwise, inattentive drivers treat it as a right turn lane and blo ck the bike lane at red lights.

1 Paint is a great idea to  increase visibility o f bikes o n the ro adway

1 Painted ro ad surfaces are slippery when wet.

1 Peo ple fro m  o ut o f to wn have NO IDEA what these green m arkers even m ean. Ho w can that be safe?

1 Please extend green striping thro ugh the intersectio n

1 Prefer so lid striping. Also , I have co ncerns abo ut tractio n o n large painted areas in wet weather. Has testing

been do ne to  co nfirm  the large green areas do  no t present a slip hazard, especially since they tend to  be lo cated

near street edges where the cro wn m akes the slo pe steeper than o ther parts o f the ro adway?

1 Prevent cars fro m  passing bikes, just to  turn right in fro nt o f them .

1 Pro tected bike lanes wo uld m ake this better.

1 Pro tected intersectio ns are even m o re im po rtant than travel lanes!

1 Raising awareness fo r cars that there m ay be cyclists aro und is great!

1 Re, m y earlier co m m ent. The green intersectio ns are co nfusing, can yo u drive o n the green?  Are o nly bikes

allo wed o n it?  That "green co de" do esn't wo rk as no  o ne kno ws what it is!

1 Really no  o pinio n o n this - do esn't really m ake a difference.

1 Really?

1 Rem inds cars that this is a bike lane
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1 Rem o ve a thro ugh lane in bo th directio ns, as well as the m id-blo ck cro ssing signals. The signals co ntributed to

the ho stility directed to ward the right-sizing.

1 Return to  o riginal skip striping.

1 Safer. But I wo uld no t ride it.

1 See previo us co m m ent

1 Seem s OK

1 Seem s to  alert peo ple to  bikes

1 Signage to  educate bo th bikers and cars.

1 Skip striping seem ed fine. Green m ats give false sense o f security to  bikers and co nfuse cars drivers.

1 So m e drivers need to  have the place fo r bikes in the intersectio n m o re in their face.

1 Sto p m aking up pro blem s that do n't exist. We are lucky to  have so  m any bike lanes. Perhaps peo ple sho uld

o pen their eyes !!

1 Sure why no t. I believe the m arkings help to  info rm  drivers and cyclists bo th abo ut what sho uld be do ne at

intersectio ns.

1 Thank yo u fo r helping auto m o bile drivers be aware o f where bikes travel.

1 That is the ONLY feature acceptable o f this pro ject as it is a SAFETY feature that 'm ight' wake up a m o to rist.

1 The Green is very distracting, causes m e to  take m y eyes o ff the ro ad in fro nt o f m e, thus far m o re dangero us

fo r bikers than the m o re co m m o n and fam iliar white striping. GO BAK TO WHITE!!!

1 The bike lane sho uld be so lid green

1 The co lo red lane striping is the ONLY feature o f the test pro ject to  keep - get rid o f everything else

1 The co lo rs do n't help anything. I do n't understand why anyo ne wo uld think this is safer than no  stripping. Its just

co nfusing. Lets keep it sim ple and clean. Rem o ve all the 'right-sizing' paraphernalia and repave the m ess yo u've

m ade o f this street.

1 The dashed striping is nice, but green bike bo xes in fro nt o f the cars and bike turning bo xes wo uld be helpful.

1 The extra green paint has no  im pact o n traffic. It's fine.

1 The green alerts peo ple to  the presence o f cyclists.

1 The green bicycle m arking m akes to ns o f sense. It raises awareness o f drivers, particularly fo r peo ple fro m  o ut

o f to wn who  are no t used to  so  m any cyclists o n the ro ad.

1 The green co lo r do es draw m o re attentio n and awareness to  the bo o k lanes, which is go o d, but there do es no t

seem  to  be a clear understanding o f what the new m arkings really m ean besides "be aware".
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1 The green is co nfusing.

1 The green is everywhere and lo ses its m eaning when repeated so  m uch

1 The green lanes call attentio n to  tho se areas. Expanding them  wo uld be beneficial.

1 The green lines are the o nly thing keeping this new system  safe in m any places! It can be o therwise very

co nfusing and I reco m m end keeping them  fo r sure!

1 The green paint as it is to day helps alert m o to rists that bicyclists m ay be aro und, and helps ensure cyclists have

plenty o f space to  ride safely.

1 The green paint catches yo ur eye when yo u are driving. This treatm ent has to  m ake the bike lanes safer.

1 The green paint helps drivers see the bike lane better I think.

1 The green paint is helpful, but no t at night! We need reflecto rs, and ideally so m ething that has sufficient height

that cars kno w when they drive o ver them .

1 The green paint treatm ent wo rks well and sho uld be used, rather than trying to  blo ck o ff (pro tect) bike lanes. It's

a go o d visual cue fo r cars and bikes.

1 The green seem s to  help rem ind the drivers that there m ay be bikes o n their right hand side.

1 The green stripes are co nfusing. I do n't think they sho uld stay.

1 The green stripes are fine.

1 The green stripes give a go o d visual cue to  right turning drivers at a key intersectio n between m o des o f traffic,

and I think they're an im pro vem ent.

1 The green stripes help better define the bike lane to  m o to rists who  no tice.

1 The green stripes helps fo r cars & bikes to  be aware

1 The green striping helps cars to  see that there's bike lane they are turning into .

1 The green striping is m o re easily visible to  drivers and tells them  to  be o n the lo o ko ut fo r cyclists. I see no

reaso n why this sho uld be changed, as it do esn't im pede drivers whatso ever.

1 The green strips aren't ho rrible, at least co m pared to  the bo llards and cro ss o ver lanes painted during the

"experim ent", but I have to  wo nder if they are really acco m plishing anything o r if anyo ne really kno ws what they

stand fo r o r why they are there. Unless we have a co m prehensive, easy to  understand plan fo r m arking the bike

lanes that is co nsistent thro ugho ut the city, we m ay just be wasn't m o re m o ney, labo r, and tim e to  create

useless co nfusio n. And is it really do ing anything to  beautiful the city?

1 The green zo nes are co nfusing to  m o to rists.

1 The m arkings are very co nfusing, but if kept m ay eventually m ake sense

1 The m eaning o f the green stripes is no t clear.
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1 The m o re high visibility, the better. Ho w abo ut a few neo n yello w street signs that say "get o ff yo ur pho ne and

pay attentio n"

1 The white dashed lines are clear but the green paint is nearly go ne.

1 These are beneficial and m ake drivers aware at intersectio ns.

1 These are very m ino r differences that m ake no  difference to  m e.

1 These do n't do  anything at all to  pro m o te safety.

1 These green stripes are a great safety feature to  ensure cars are aware o f bicyclists o n their right as they

appro ach an intersectio n. They sho uld be added to  o ther intersectio ns and extend thro ugh the intersectio n fo r

additio nal safety.

1 These m any different line and co lo r patterns are co nfusing. Things weem ed to  be wo rking well befo re.

1 These m arking are a plus

1 They just give bikers false sense o f security and enco urage a sense o f infallibility... I've seen them  take stupid

chances with this co nfusio n o f entitlem ent to  flaunt the laws o f the ro ad.

1 This definitely helps visually when driving to  rem em ber that bikes m ay be present, and to  take care when turning

right.

1 This draws drivers attentio n to  the fact that there m ay o r will be bikes in this area. It adds a little space fo r cyclists

and pedestrians. Witho ut it cars feel free to  pull right up and thro ugh witho ut a seco nd tho ught. Case in po int

wo uld be the sam e intersectio n o n Pearl heading East/West. There isn't the green striping and cars take up as

m uch area as po ssible. Serio usly go  watch where cars sto p N/S vs. E/W and yo u'll see the po sitive im pact that I

believe the green stripes create.

1 This is great fo r awareness, keep it!

1 This paint schem e co nfuses tho se no t fam iliar with lo cal issues.

1 This seem s to  be telling the m o to rist it is OK to  drive in the skipped area to  avo id a right ho o k situatio n. Is that

what is intended?

1 This was a waste o f m o ney fo r a very m ino r change. Rem o ving it wo uld be ano ther waste o f m o ney.

1 Tho ugh it m akes little difference, the green patches m ight m ake drivers m o re aware. Ho wever if the driver

do esn't see the biker, he pro bably wo n't no tice the green patches.

1 To day, green dash turn lane.

1 Unclear. Did no t prevent recent traffic/pedestrian fatality.

1 Unless there is also  signage, who  kno ws what the "green dash" m eans?

1 Use co lo red chip seal fo r the entire bike lane.

1 Use skip striping again
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1 Useless

1 Very co nfusing painting. So m eo ne is go ing to  run o ver a biker. I really am  afraid this will happen. I have seen

m any near m isses.

1 Very co nfusing to  have so m ething o nly used in Bo ulder. The dashed white lines are m uch clearer.

1 Whatever.

1 While the green blo cks m ake it m o re visual to  where the bike lane is, car traffic at the Fo lso m  and Pearl

intersecting igno re the lanes and try to  squeeze by o n the right creating a 3rd lane so , they can m ake a quick

right turn.

1 Who  cares.

1 Why are we paying to  paint the streets green?  Peo ple kno w what a bike lane is and ho w to  use it, except fo r

m aybe the bicyclists...They seem  to  enjo y taking up the entire ro ad whenever they want to .

1 Yo u still feel very vulnerable with 2 narro w lanes and no  pro tectio n, but anything that m akes drivers m o re aware

yo u exist is go o d I guess.

1 add o bstacle between bike and car lane

1 anno ying!

1 dashed lines are better than sim ply having the lanes go  away at intersectio ns. when that happens, drivers

encro ach o n what sho uld be bike space at intersectio ns.

1 do n't care

1 green m akes it easy to  see. yo u co uld also  put little flasher reflecto r things o n the edge o f the bike lane so  cars

co uld see where their lane ends.

1 green paint can be slippery when wet

1 green paint is a go o d cue -- i like it a lo t.

1 helpful witho ut destro ying no rm al traffic flo w.

1 helps cars kno w where bikes are

1 i do nt care abo ut bikers.

1 it's o k but unim po rtant either way

1 it's very co nfusing

1 keep the co ncept but see if it can be m ade a bit safer. by the way why green? ?  peo ple respo nd to  yello w : like we

do  no t cro ss yello w do uble lines. go  to  yello w. gren is nice as an enviro nm ental co lo r no t a safety co lo r. geen

lite= go ; red=sto p; yello w/o range= cautio n. go  fo r safelyand no t pretty. duh!

1 keeps cars o ut o f "m y" lane
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1 m arginal im pro vem ent

1 m uch o f the new striping is co nfusing and co ntradicto ry. This is useless and reduces safety.

1 no  clue what the strip m eans

1 no  idea what the dashed green m eans.

1 no bo dy has adapted to  safe use o f a turn lane, sam e go es fo r yo ur treatm ent o f bus o nly lanes at arapaho e and

63rd what a waste o f m o ney o n 6 and 8 fo o t wide sidewalks o n arapaho  east o f 63rd. years o f co nstructio n fo r

no thing.

1 paint to tal lane green and plastic po sts if a m ust but sno w rem o val with po sts to ugh?

1 put it back the way it was befo re this stupid lab thing

1 seem s safer fo r cyclists

1 the so lid green (no t striped) bike lane paint is m o re no ticeable.

1 these green stripes are very co nfusing -- what do  they m ean?

1 this is go o d! it rem inds cars that bikes belo ng here and to  keep an eye o ut fo r them . this wo uld be go o d at m o re

intersectio ns.

1 to o  o btrusive

1 what's the po int o f the expense o f adding co lo rs? ? ? ? ? ?  Anyo ne with Red/Green co lo r blindness is just go ing to

see gray against gray pavem ent anyway

1 who  cares abo ut co lo r - sto p wasting tim e and m o ney o n this ro ad
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1 Take o ut 1 car Travel lane and expand bike lane.

1 A "bike bo x" really?  What do es o ne do  in a bike bo x?

1 A waste o f tim e and m o ney. KISS.

1 Add co nes o r so m e physical barrier to  draw attentio n to  bike lane

1 Add pro tected bike lanes.

1 After the o utrage fro m  drivers abo ut the changes to  Fo lso m , I DO NOT use the bike bo x. So m eo ne wo uld

certainly run m e o ver. I highly do ubt any bikers feel co nfident abo ut the safety o f that bike bo x.

1 Again I do n't see the po int o f this, I wo uld never use anything but the right hand space when o n m y bike. I

wo uldn't want to  be in fro nt o f a who le line o f ho stile drivers. I've never seen o ther peo ple o n bikes use this

space to  the left o f the bike lane either.

1 Again this is a m atter o f co nsistency thro ugho ut Bo ulder and educating bo th drivers and cyclists as to  what

these bo xes m ean. Bo ulder is very inco nsistent in m arking and it is co nfusing fo r everyo ne.

1 Again, I think anything yo u can do  to  send a no ticeable signal to  drivers that they need to  be careful o f bikes is a

po sitive thing.

1 Again, I wish fo r this area to  be pro tected. I do  no t use the bike bo x because drivers do n't understand it and sto p

o n the bike bo x. Like the cyclist in the pho to , I keep way o ver to  the side, then cro ss the street o n the cro sswalks

instead o f turning left with the cars.

1 Again, all the green paint is co nfusing, even to  m e and I've lived here fo r a lo ng tim e! What was wro ng with the

way it was befo re?  Were hundreds o f peo ple dying in bike accidents?  So lve the car traffic pro blem  here and

wo rk o n air po llutio n in o ther ways that wo rk fo r the m ajo rity o f peo ple. Light Rail between Bo ulder and DIA?

Light Rail between East and West Pearl/Arapaho e/Canyo n?

1 Again, anything that m akes cars m o re aware is go o d.

1 Again, do esn't seem  to  do  m uch to  pro tect bikers.

4. Today, Folsom Street between Canyon and Arapahoe
has conventional bike lanes and a bike box at the
Canyon and Arapahoe intersection.BEFORE: Four
travel lanes, some center turn lanes
and conventional bike lanesTODAY: Four travel lanes,
some center turn lanes, conventional bike lanes and a
bike box at the Canyon and Arapahoe intersection
Based on your experience with the current treatment,
what do you recommend? - comments



1 Again, fairly useless. Mo st o f the po sitive change I have experienced o n m y way to  CU is fro m  the no  right turn

o n red. That helped, the bike bo x m akes no  difference. Yo u m ight co nsider that signage at Canyo n to o . Or why

no t allo w the peds/bikes a few seco nds o f walk befo re the light changes?

1 Again, no  go o d data o n ho w this change has either benefitted o r detracted fro m  requirem ents at this

intersectio n. No  additio nal changes until a transparent ROI indicates what the value o f this wo rk has

acco m plished.

1 Again, no t sure the "bike bo x" has really im pro ved anything. I do n't think things were unclear befo re this. They

actually seem ed sim pler. I kind o f feel this who le "experim ent" has been a po o rly tho ught o ut, po o rly

researched attem pted to  fix so m ething that wasn't really bro ken. Sure it wo uld be nice to  see so m e

im pro vem ents to  bike ro ute o ptio ns, but Bo ulder already has a lo t o f o ptio ns co m pared to  m o st places. Putting

up co ne zo nes, splashing co lo rful paint all o ver things, and restricting auto  traffic so  a few peo ple can ride side

by side, isn't go ing to  im pro ve the transpo rtatio n issues in Bo ulder, o r fo rce peo ple o ut o f their cars o nto  bikes

o r o nto  the bus. Better bus ro utes, m o re frequent service, cheaper access to  the bus, and bike ro utes away

fro m  auto s and no t in "co nstructio n" type zo nes with go  further to  help, rather than thro wing m o ney at po o rly

co nstructed experim ents.

1 Again, signage to  explain what a green "bike bo x" area is fo r. Unless yo u kno w, the green paint is m eaningless.

1 Again, the so -called bike-bo x helps no thing and m akes no thing safer.

1 Again, these lanes are VERY narro w. The painted bicyle lo go  do esn't even fit in the lanes. Wo uld be nice to  have

wider bicycle lanes.

1 Again, why are we paying o ur taxes to  paint streets green? ? ?  If bikers want this m uch special attentio n, then they

sho uld pay their o wn taxes that m ake these changes, no t everyo ne else's tax do llars that do  no t require any o f

this! This entire pro ject is beyo nd ridiculo us and a perfect exam ple as to  why Bo ulder is a laughing sto ck to

o ther Co lo rado  cities and o ther states. Why sho uld the m ajo rity o f the peo ple who  drive cars and pay fo r the

streets, suffer so  that a few peo ple can ride their bikes and have no  co nsequences fo r their actio ns?

1 Altho ugh I think bo th drivers and cyclists need a little bit o f educatio n regarding they sho uld/sho uld no t be when

sto pped.

1 And bring back pro tected lanes.

1 Ano ther great safety feature to  ensure drivers are aware o f cyclists to  their right at an intersectio n! It helps with

awareness, even if there is a green light. If the light is red, cars are still able to  turn right if a bicyclist is o n the right

side o f the green bo x, as depicted in the pho to  abo ve. Therefo re, this safety m easure sho uld no t im pede traffic

very m uch.

1 Anything that helps cars see that there is bike lane is helpful.

1 As a cyclist - do es the bike bo x m ean I sho uld travel in fro nt o f vehicles sto pped at a red light?  Need

signage/educatio n o n pro per use.

1 At the very least, keep the bike bo x. Additio nal pro tectio ns m ight be nice, to o , as this is a heavily-trafficked

intersectio n fo r bo th cars and bikes. Given that a lo t o f CU students - m any o f who m  m ight be fro m  o ut-o f-to wn

and are unfam iliar with the city's geo graphy - ride this o n their bikes, I think it's in the city's interest to  ensure that

the students have an infrastructure designed to  pro tect them .

1 Better educate what the bo x m eans to  bo th m o to rists and cyclists.
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1 Bigger bike bo x?

1 Bike biz is better then striped green lines

1 Bike bo x is co nfusing - ppl do n't kno w what it m eans/what to  do . This is such busy intersectio n, it ho lds up traffic

turning right, to o

1 Bike bo x is fine. Center turn lane is a waste o f a lane

1 Bike bo x is go o d. It wo uld be even better with pro tected bike lanes resto red in the Spruce to  Canyo n sectio n,

where it can help transitio n sm o o thly fro m  2 to  4 traffic lanes.

1 Bike bo x is still sim ply co nfusing. Bikes do n't get in fro nt o f vehicles in the painted areas, I lived in Po rtland when

they 'unveiled' this new co ncept and the sam e co nfusio n reigned there.

1 Bike bo x is useless witho ut a bike specific signal.

1 Bike bo x seem s like a go o d idea.

1 Bike bo xes are better than no thing. Keep them  and co ntinue to  repaint them , as they fade quickly.

1 Bike bo xes are the "sharro ws" o f intersectio n treatm ents--they are windo w dressing with little actual safety

im pro vem ent. But they are better than no thing, and perhaps im pro ve cyclist visibility a bit. A pro tected

intersectio n wo uld be a better cho ice.

1 Bike bo xes m ake m e feel m uch safer o n a bike as I do n't wo rry abo ut inattentive drivers turning right into  m e.

1 Bike bo xes seem  to  be an im pro vem ent as they give the bicycles m o re visibility at the intersectio n. Ho wever the

bike lanes between canyo n and arapaho e are inadequately narro w and ill-repaired. Additio nally co nflict with the

HOP bus sto ps o ften fo rces bikes to  dangero usly m erge with heavy traffic when the bus sits at a sto p.

1 Bo x is co nfusing if yo u are no t used to  that.

1 Bo xes are o kay, they enco urage cars to  be o n the lo o ko ut fo r bikes AND appear to  give bikes the right to  m o ve

up at a red light and be first to  start. But this stretch o f Fo lso m  feels like the bike lanes are very narro w, so  I'd

rather have lanes widened even green paint went away.

1 Bring back pro tected bike lanes.

1 Bring back the pro tected lanes

1 Can't see that it is m aking any difference and co lo r co ding is co nfusing to  to urists and o thers.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes are fine. Sto p wasting tim e and tax m o ney.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes seem ed to  wo rk well. Bike bo x is co nfusing and leads to  uncertainty fo r bo th bikers and

car drivers.

1 Co uld be better / m o re pro tected.

1 Cyclists and auto s sho uld no t be o n sam e streets
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1 Definitely keep the bike bo x. In m y experience the cars definitely tend to  keep o ut o f that space when there are

bikes aro und.

1 Do  no t kno w what a Bike Bo x is suppo sed to  do

1 Do  no t understand yo ur questio n co ncerning the "Canyo n and Arapaho e intersectio n." No  intersectio n o f

these streets exists. Also , see m y co m m ent abo ut tractio n during wet weather fo r the green-painted bike bo x.

1 Do es anyo ne kno w what a bike bo x is? ?  This is the o nly o ne in to wn I kno w o f and what is the purpo se. Do  bikers

and cars kno w ho w to  use this?

1 Do esn't m ake a difference

1 Do esn't m ake sense to  allo w bikes to  pile up at sto p lights in fro nt o f cars. The cars are in a line, the bikes can be

in a line also

1 Do n't care.

1 Do n't understand ho w that's used. Do es it m ean bikes can pull ahead in fro nt o f the cars?  Co nfusing.

1 Do n\'t like unbuffered bike lanes especially between cars

1 Drivers can legally go  right o n red. Cyclists need to  sto p at the rear bum per o f the first car at the light.

1 Drivers ro utinely sto p in the bike bo x. Rem o ve the seco nd white stripe abutting the cro sswalk that seem s to

co nfuse them . Even witho ut a car in the bike bo x, it is awkward to  use it when cycling because it requires a very

tight turn. Increase the length o f the bike bo x so  cyclists can use it m o re co m fo rtably.

1 Either way is o kay.

1 Everyo ne kno ws Bo ulder has alo t o f bikes. Adding a bunch o f eyeso re, co nfused ro ad m arkings do es no thing

but waste m o ney and create eyeso res o f unwanted and unnecessary paint o n the ro ads. Sto p with the signs,

ro ad m arking etc.

1 Explanato ry but sim ple key in bo x

1 Fo r all the reaso ns listed o n the Pearl and Fo lso m  intersectio n. All yo u have to  do  is lo o k at the pho to s included.

The green bug in the first pho to  is right o n the line. 3' to  pass rule?  Do esn't seem  to  apply within the city. The car

in the seco nd pho to  has sto pped pro perly at the white traffic line and o ffers the cyclist a little buffer. This is huge

having this little space when nego tiating the streets. It also  allo ws the cyclist to  get a slight head start o n the

traffic and co m e clo ser to  the speed the cars are traveling. I think having so m e unifo rm ity aro und speed o f

m o vem ent helps all the way aro und. When there are large differentials this is what causes the pro blem s fo r all.

1 Go o d way fo r all to  be aware

1 Green paint do esn't m ake anyo ne safer. Ho w abo ut adjusting light tim ing to  allo w bikes and walkers an early

start acro ss the intersectio n?

1 Green paint to  the N is between intersectio ns. What is the difference and ho w is a biker o r driver to  kno w what

green m eans when there is no t a co nsistent use?  Sam e fo r University. Oh, here's an idea fo r yo u--paint the

entire bike lanes green--NOT!
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1 Have co nsistent intersectio ns so  everyo ne kno ws what to  expect. Peo ple get distracted when they are trying to

figure o ut what different m arkings m ean and distractio n is dangero us, particularly to  cyclists.

1 Helps m e see the bikers which is SO helpful fo r everyo ne

1 Here's ano ther treatm ent I do n't think all users understand. It's challenging when in m any scenario s bikes

sho uld no t pass m o to r vehicles and here it is enco uraged. Much as I hate excess signage, I wo uld enco urage

so m ething that enco urages m o ve to  the fro nt. And do n't fo rget to  share the cute Lego  video  o n bike bo x use!

1 Ho nestly, i haven't paid m uch heed to  this feature. I'll try to  no tice next tim e. So unds go o d o n paper/m o nito r.

Perhaps expand elsewhere.

1 Ho w do es the bike bo x help m e?  I'm  no t go ing to  get in fro nt o f the cars even if there is a green bo x.

1 I alm o st go t m ajo rly squished here last week. :-( I do n't kno w what the answer is. I ride bo th cars and bikes here.

Cars are just badly behaved, and I never see anyo ne enfo rcing the law. Chattano o ga did a thing recently where a

bike co p with a cam era sto pped cars, sho wed them  what less than 3 feet lo o ks like to  a cyclist and educated o n

what the law was. Mo st drivers hadn't tho ught o f it fro m  that viewpo int. Fo lso m  wo uld be a go o d area to  do  that.

Slo w eno ugh to  catch the cars o n a bike!!!

1 I am  no t sure why a bike bo x is useful o r helpful at that lo catio n. I'd prefer to  see it rem o ved. Of co urse, that is

no t in keeping with radically m ulti-m o dal o rientatio n o f the City, so  I do ubt that any am o unt o f feedback like

m ine will m ake any difference, but I applaud yo ur interest in m y o pinio n.

1 I bike co m m ute a lo t and am  co nfident in m ixed traffic, but I do  no t feel co m fo rtable using the bike bo x as the

designers intend. I think it begs drivers to  be aggressive with their thro ttles and ho rns.

1 I do  no t understand a "bike bo x"

1 I do n't even no tice the difference and I ride this all the tim e.

1 I do n't see that it did any go o d. And it's co nfusing.

1 I do n't see what the bike bo x is suppo sed to  do . The picture sho ws a car sto pped at it and line the cyclist in the

picture, I wo uld stay to  the right and no t be in fro nt o f the car, so  what is the purpo se?

1 I do n't understand the bike bo x

1 I do n't understand the bike bo x. It do es no t m ake sense to  put bikes in fro nt o f cars, particularly when m o st

peo ple unfo rtunately are o n their pho nes in so m e way while driving. And, again with the traffic patterns...it

wo uld be go o d to  no t antago nize the drivers in Bo ulder (m any o f them  who  are also  cyclists). Slo wing traffic

do esn't get peo ple o ut o f their cars, it just m akes them  angry.

1 I do n't understand the purpo se o f the "bike bo x."

1 I do n't understand the purpo se o f the bike bo x. If it is to  m ean that cars sho uld be behind bikes, then that is

illo gical. If there is that m uch traffic, a bike either needs to  exist with the cars (to  m ake a left turn, fo r exam ple), o r

cro ss like a pedestrian in two  segm ents. Plus, it is co nfusing to  cars m aking right turns.

1 I find the green paint areas scary because I do n't kno w what I'm  suppo sed to  do  o r no t do  as a driver. I kno w ho w

to  scan fo r cyclists. I expect them  to  ride o n the right except fo r intersectio ns where they need to  turn, and

o therwise cro ss with the lights. KEEP IT SIMPLE!
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1 I find this to  be co nfusing fo r bo th cyclists and drivers-- cyclists do n't really use it because as so o n as the light

changes they have to  get back o ver anyway. Drivers o ften igno re it to  turn right o n red.

1 I generally appreciate bike bo xes when m o re pro tected bike space is no t po ssible.

1 I have no  clue what a "bike bo x" is. Is it anything like a batter's bo x?

1 I just do n't see ho w letting bicycles pass sto pped cars to  bunch up to gether in fro nt o f them  so  that when the

light turns green, the who le line o f cars (which are quicker, faster vehicles) needs to  drive at 1/4 speed until the

bo x clears in o rder to  get aro und the bicycles. Mo re co ngestio n, m o re detrim ent, etc., etc.

1 I like 'bike bo xes'! (and no w I kno w what they are called)

1 I like the bike bo x. Especially if it were legally enfo rced to  keep cars o ut o f the bike area.

1 I like the bike bo xes and the intersectio n striping. Wo uld lo ve to  see a pro tected and wider bike lane.

1 I lo ve the stripes and bike bo xes! Keep tho se up.

1 I never knew it was called a bike bo x o r what purpo se it is suppo sed to  serve. Why do es it go  in fro nt o f car lane?

1 I never no tice the bike bo x so  I do n't have an o pinio n. I am  aware o f the cyclists, no t the co lo r o n the pavem ent.

1 I still feel that a pro tected bike lane wo uld be the best o ptio n.

1 I think the bike bo x is a go o d idea

1 I think this co nfiguratio n is go o d but the signal tim ing needs to  be adjusted to  allo w bikes and peds to  enter the

space first. Co nsider adding a separate cro ss signal fo r bikes.

1 I use this bike bo x o ften! Ho wever, there are also  m any tim es when I pull into  this intersectio n as a cyclist and

the bike bo x has cars in it. With this being the ONLY bike bo x that I kno w o f in the city, and there isn't o ne in the

o ppo site directio n o f traffic at that intersectio n, I do n't think car drivers are aware o f what a bike bo x is, o r ho w

to  use it. I wo uld lo ve to  see m o re bike bo xes at all the m ajo r intersectio ns alo ng the Fo lso m  and 30th street

co rrido rs... I've cycled in Po rtland, OR where bike bo xes are a co m m o n o ccurrence and seen bo th cyclists and

car drivers navigate them  with ease. So , I think having m o re o f them  in Bo ulder wo uld actually increase their

success because they wo uld just beco m e an accepted part o f traffic culture in this city.

1 I wo uld go  back to  pro tected bike lanes and two  lanes o f traffic.

1 I'd like to  see a pedestrian safety bo x.

1 I'm  neutral o n this feature. It seem s to  im pede right turning vehicle traffic a bit, but getting bikes o ut slightly

ahead o f cars at sto plights has a po sitive im pact.

1 I'm  no t exactly sure o f what it's suppo sed to  do  o r if drivers even see it!

1 I'm  no t sure o f the purpo se o f the bo x. I wish m o re info  had been dissem inated o n ho w the decisio ns were

m ade. What do  o ther cities do , what has been fo und effective where, why were these specific ro utes cho sen?

Iris is still dangero us. I ho pe that the dangero us part east o f 30th is im pro ved by the current co nstructio n.
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1 I've never no ticed these 'bike bo xes' and I'm  no t sure what they are suppo sed to  acco m plish. If is to  put bikes in

the lane with the cars that seem s very dangero us. Why wo uld yo u do  this o n purpo se?  Are yo u trying to  get

peo ple hurt?

1 Im pro vem ents are go o d, but m o re separatio n wo uld be better. This intersectio n is still scary as hell.

1 Indifferent.

1 It is RIDICULOUS that the bus can sto p in the bike lane!!! Stupid.

1 It's no t clear what bikes and cars are suppo sed to  do  there

1 It's o ver kill and co nfusing... no  o ne understand what a 'bike bo x' even is.

1 Just m ake the who le thing go  away.

1 Just put it back the way it was befo re it all started. No  m o re weird m arkings.This is Braille to  m o st fo lks. As I

m entio ned earlier, five year o lds and the elderly sho uld no t be the target o f this public po licy. These vulnerable

riders belo ng o n the sidewalk o r o n bike paths. They are no t co m m uting to  wo rk, why do  they need to  be in the

street?  I do n't understand the thinking here, and as an ardent cyclist, I understand the public o utcry. Yo ur po licy

is no t practical, is no t respo nding to  real needs. What yo u need to  do  is m ake cycling safer fo r adults who  are o n

the fence, no t fo r the m o st vulnerable. No  prescho o lers o n the blackto p. Creek path is fo r them . Fam ilies do n't

ride with their kids to  wo rk at rush ho ur, they do n't need this appro ach. There are plenty o f lo vely places fo r the

tim id and vulnerable to  ride.

1 Keep bike bo x, add pro tected bike lane

1 Keep bike bo x. Reduce speed lim it, m ake shared lanes w/ bikes and cars.

1 Keep o nly the co lo red bike lane differentiatio n - get rid o f everything else fro m  test

1 Keep the bike bo x but add pro tectio n. Very dangero us intersectio n fo r cyclist to day

1 Keep the bike bo x, and find a way to  add pro tected bike lanes all the way to  cam pus. I am  no t a huge biker, but I

live in the area (Depo t Junctio n) and drive this street regularly. It has to  be o ne o f the busiest streets fo r bikes in

all o f Bo ulder. I see a huge need fo r a safe no rth-so uth co nnectio n o n that side o f to wn.

1 Keep the bike bo x. Any green paint treatm ent pro vides a go o d visual cue and keeps the traffic flo w o f bo th bikes

and cars fro m  getting to o  tight.

1 Lanes are narro w. It's scary to  ride a bike thro ugh this sectio n, but the green paint im pro ves the situatio n. I'm

no t sure whether the bike bo xes are used. I stay to  the right in the bike lane at that intersectio n.

1 Lanes narro w and bum py.

1 Like bike bo x.

1 Lo ts o f traffic here. Canyo n & Fo lso m  was a ho rrible co rner fo r bike accidents prio r to  2015.

1 Lo ve the bike bo x. A pro tected lane wo uld m ake sense here to o .
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1 Make a pro tected bike lane. Peo ple do n't drive the speed lim it, they drive at the rate that seem s safe to  them .

Narro wing the street results in slo wer speeds, which is safer fo r bikers, pedestrians, AND car drivers.

1 Make a wider bike lane. Elevate it fro m  car lanes. Inco rpo rate the bike line into  the sidewalk. Include a

walking/pedestrian lane. Make it like the bike lane o n Bro adway fro m  20th Street to  Arapaho e. Also  rem o ve bus

sto pping in bike lane. I suffered a m ajo r co ncussio n and bro ken pelvis while trying to  pass a sto pped/lo ading

HOP bus while o n m y bike o n March 31, 2015. Had to  m erge into  the left car lane. But when I lo o ked o ver m y left

sho ulder, I wo bbled and crashed. This is a very dangero us m ix o f bikes and cars area. I'm  lucky to  be alive.

1 Make m o re apparent

1 Make m o re bike friendly

1 Makes it to o  co nfusing fo r bo th drivers and riders

1 Makes right hand turns o n red co nfusing. Also  it wo uld be nice if 'No  right had turns o n red' were elim inated

thro ugho ut the city.

1 Mo re pro tected bike lanes please...

1 Mo re pro tectio n fo r the bike lane wo uld be better.

1 Mo st accidents happen at o r in intersectio ns due to  vo lum e. Bikes are at risk m o re in this area.

1 Mo ve to ward bike pro tected intersectio ns http://www.pro tectedintersectio n.co m

1 Much m o re clear in reco gnizing the presence o f bikes and therefo re safer.

1 Need straight thru bike lane NOT in fro nt o f the cars.

1 Needs better bike and pedestrian facilities.

1 Needs to  be clearer at night and in the rain.

1 Neither cyclists o r drivers seem  to  kno w what to  m ake o f this.

1 Never turn right fro m  here - didn't kno w the bike bo x was there. I'm  go o d either way.

1 No  o ne ever intro duced bike bo xes to  explain ho w bikers and drivers are suppo sed to  use them , so  no  o ne

uses them .

1 No  o ne kno ws what these co nfusing, arbitrary m arkings m ean.

1 No  o ne kno ws what this green bo x m eans, ho w they are suppo sed to  react to  it. It is co nfusing. Lo cals m ay learn,

visito rs will be co nfused always.

1 No  o pinio n

1 No  stro ng feelings.

1 No tice uneven pavem ent in bo th pho to s.
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1 No w bikes blo ck the x-walk fo r m e when I walk. Hate these!

1 Om it the m arkings in the m v lanes. Keep & enhance the bike lane m arkings

1 Once again, creative painting and "bike bo xes" m ean no thing to  drivers fro m  o ut o f to wn and they im pede the

flo w o f traffic.

1 One m o to r vehicle lane and a pro tected bike lane, Please!

1 Or do  what the bicyclists feel is best.

1 Peo ple who  aren't fam iliar with this design can easily no  understand what the hell to  do .

1 Perhaps, m o ve the bike bo x back so  cars (and bikes) turning right can still do  so  witho ut interference.

1 Please add pro tected bike lanes here, and co ntinue them  thro ugh to  the Bo ulder Creek Path.

1 Please co nsider expanding the pro tected bike lanes!

1 Pro tect cyclists fro m  right-turn vehicles (particularly CU co nstructio n traffic at Arapaho e) by installing cem ent

o r plastic dividers.

1 Pro tect us fro m  cars with a barrier. We want to  survive o ur co m m utes.

1 Pro tected

1 Pro tected Bike lanes and single lane o f traffic in either directio n.

1 Pro tected lanes are safer

1 Put a bike path adjacent to  a renewed/repaired sidewalk and m o ve o n. Quit screwing aro und. This is adding

aggravatio n to  peo ple's lives that just do n't need aggravated. Rather than blo wing m o ney o n this airy fairy stuff,

repair the ro ads.

1 Put up a great big sign at the intersectio n explaining what the hell a "bike bo x" is!

1 Reduce traffic lanes. This still prio ritizes vehicle traffic o ver o ther users (and right no w I drive m o re o ften o n this

street and am  co ncerned fo r the cyclists). Keep bike bo x. A lo st m inute o r two  fo r cars is no thing co m pared to  a

hum an life. Cars m ay also  use 28th fo r no rth so uth, but Fo lso m  is im po rtant link fo r bikes in this directio n.

1 Rem o ve a thro ugh lane in bo th directio ns o f Fo lso m .

1 Rem o ve bike bo x.

1 Rem o ve do uble left turn lanes fro m  Fo lso m  to  Canyo n Westbo und, visibility is po o r fo r turning auto s with high

po tential to  hit so uthbo und peds and cyclists.

1 Rem o ve the bike bo x. Fo r bikes go ing straight o r turning right there is ro o m  to  queue in the bikelane

1 Ridiculo us

1 Safer. Again, I will no t use it.
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1 Safety hazard. Instead o f aggressively "enco uraging" bicycling, enco urage different bike ro utes.

1 Sam e co m m ent as befo re.

1 See previo us co m m ent, ticket drivers at Fo lso m /Arapaho e that use the bo x as a turn lane.

1 Seem s co nfusing.

1 Seem s like with resurfacing and perhaps by taking o ut part o f the island we co uld get back a pro tected bike lane

and still allo w two  lanes o f traffic. That wo uld be nice.

1 So m e peo ple do n't really understand the ro le o f the bike bo x versus a bike lane.

1 Still go t hit o n Arapaho e and Fo lso m

1 TONS OF BIKES THERE SO GREAT IDEA...

1 That green really alerts drivers to  the presence o f cyclists. They are m o re likely to  give cyclists a safe space.

1 The "bike bo x" is co nfusing and ugly. I do n't kno w where to  po sitio n m yself when I'm  cycling thro ugh it, and I

do n't kno w ho w to  drive thro ugh it (right turns, anyo ne? ) when I'm  in m y car. And AFAIK, there is no  "Canyo n

and Arapaho e intersectio n" as referred to  in this questio n.

1 The Bike lane needs better separatio n fro m  the car lanes.

1 The bike bo x in fro nt o f cars is unnecessary.

1 The bike bo x is GREAT! Please add the bike bo x to  all sim ilar intersectio ns.

1 The bike bo x is an im pro vem ent. I like that there is space fo r bikes to  co ngregate at the fro nt o f the lane and

clear traffic befo re it starts turning and there's a risk o f getting right ho o ked.

1 The bike bo x is fine, but do  no t expect peo ple to  ho no r it. Ro de m y bike to o  m any years to  trust anything.

1 The bike bo x is m isleading to  riders. I assum e it is used at this so rt o f intersectio n because there is no  right turn

o n red, and to  allo w bikes to  queue-jum p at such intersectio ns. That's o nly perm issible if the first car sto pped at

the light do esn't have it's right turn signal o n. Unfo rtunately, I think it enco urages the unsafe behavio r where

cyclists always think they can pass sto pped cars at a light. I do n't believe the law allo ws fo r queue-jum ping the

first car (sto pped at the light with its right turn signal o n) even when it is po sted that there is no  turn o n red. The

bike bo xes sho uld be rem o ved.

1 The bike bo x is unnecessary and do esn't m ake sense--cars sho uld no t have to  wait behind bikes.

1 The bike bo x is unnecessary and peo ple do n't kno w what it is fo r anyway.

1 The bike bo xes actually seem  to  be ho no red by m o re cars...

1 The bike lanes, as yo u can see in yo ur pho to , do  no t have level pavem ent. Hence, bicycles tend to  keep left,

clo se to  traffic. If the pavem ent was level, perhaps bicycles wo uld ride in the center o f the bicycle lane. Keep the

green bo x!

1 The co nventio nal lanes are cro wded there at peak tim es.
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1 The do uble turn lane here seem s necessary fo r traffic flo w. I'd prefer a safer treatm ent fo r bikes since this

stretch is so  busy, especially with students, but I can live with the current treatm ent.

1 The fact that yo u have o ffered fo ur different questio ns o ver such a sho rt stretch o f ro ad m eans that it is o ver-

engineered and co nfusing.

1 The green bike bo xes are safer fo r bikers because they can enter the intersectio n befo re cars. Do  they also

reduce red-light running because cars need to  sto p farther back?

1 The green is co nfusing--the m eaning unclear.

1 The green paint is nice, but a full lane bike bo x is no t needed and po tentially im pedes right-turning cars at the red

light when there is just o ne bicycle waiting.

1 The green zo nes are co nfusing to  m o to rists and cause undue co ngestio n.

1 The survey requires m e to  answer this questio n, but I have no t used this sectio n o f Fo lso m , so  I have no

o pinio n.

1 The visual m ass o f bike bo xes and gathering up o f riders creates a safer interactio n at intersectio ns. This

co ncept sho uld be expanded and m o deled upo n traffic flo w fo r sco o ters in Taiwan as a go o d exam ple o f ho w to

integrate different travel m o des in co ngested areas.

1 There is no  signage to  indicate if "sto p here" refers o nly to  when there are bicycles present, o r always. The bo x

effectively elim inates the legal right turn o n red at this intersectio n.

1 There sho uld be pro tected bike lanes o n Fo lso m  Street between Canyo n and Arapaho e.

1 These are better than the dashed striping but again, pro tected intersectio ns are the single biggest

im pro vem ent alo ng with so m e bo llards that yo u co uld m ake fo r everyo ne's safety!

1 These are to o  slippery. Also  kind o f po intless.

1 These green bike bo xes are stupid. Do n't yo u kno w yo ur o wn city traffic laws?  Bicycles are no t allo wed to

o vertake the first vehicle sto pped at a red light o n the right when the car has its right turn signal o n. Let alo ne

po o l in gro ups in fro nt o f them . I rem em ber learning abo ut this law way back in elem entary and m iddle scho o l

bike safety classes. I just checked, and it is still o n the bo o ks... These bike bo xes enco urage breaking the law and

UNSAFE bicycling! Rem o ve them !

1 They need m o re frequent repainting as it fades quite quickly.

1 This change im pro ves space fo r cyclists at a busy intersectio n.

1 This intersectio n feels better o n a bicycle; it seem s cars are m o re aware o f m e when I'm  there. Ho wever, I wo uld

like to  see a fully pro tected lane added.

1 This intersectio n is a DEATH TRAP. Buy up the Subway sho p and m ake it wider and safer fo r all.

1 This intersectio n is extrem ely co nfusing, and can't be understo o d by either cyclists o r drivers in term s o f "ro ad

rights" and respo nsibilities. This hasn't helped at all.
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1 This intersectio n is still very challenging fo r so uthbo und, left-turning bicycle riders. Cars seem  to  no t even

co nsider that a bike rider m ight want to  turn left using the car lanes with the pro tected arro w. If there is a way to

m ake this a m o re o bvio us cho ice that can be shared by bikes and cars that wo uld be great. Bike bo xes and green

paint are an im pro vem ent fro m  befo re.

1 This is a case where as a m o to rist o r a bicyclist I do  no t kno w what to  do  with the "bike bo x". Why is it there and

what are the traffic rules?

1 This is a challenging intersectio n, the bike bo x is a nice buffer zo ne where num ero us bikes can safely wait fo r the

green light.

1 This is a very busy area and it need to  have its o wn bike lane with a bo rder. Cars frequently pull into  the green

bike area when m aking a right hand turn.

1 This is an unsafe o ptio n fo r bikes. I do n't cho o se to  ride in the narro w, unpro tected bike lanes when I have a

cho ice. Multi-use sidewalks are far safer.

1 This is like a bike and pedestrian death trap. Drivers are always im patiently trying to  turn left o r right here. The

o nly thing that seem ed to  im pro ve m y feeling o f safety here was the pro tected lane.

1 This is nice, I like it. Fo lso m  bike lane is very narro w in this right o f way, bo th in abso lute width and the sho ddy

curb cuts that squeeze yo u into  traffic. Co uld these be redo ne so  the entire bike lane is part o f the co ncrete

curb?

1 This is the m o st dangero us part o f m y co m m ute the bike lane is narro w co m pared to  state standards.

1 This m ay increase cyclist safety. Yo u sho uld really be basing this decisio n o n statistics, as there is no  apparent

do wnside fo r drivers (that I can think o f).

1 This pro hibits o r im pedes legal right o n red turns.

1 This sectio n o f Fo lso m  has the highest level o f cyclist and pedestrian travel, and the wo rst facilities! There's no t

even a freaking sidewalk o n o ne side o f the street fo r part o f it! Gro w a set, City o f Bo ulder, and get us pro tected

facilities!

1 This sectio n o f Fo lso m , between Arapaho e and Canyo n, is in bad shape. Po tho les, lo ts o f driveways, Buses

sto pping in the bike lane.

1 This seem s to  be go o d also .

1 This was a waste o f m o ney fo r a very m ino r change. Rem o ving o r refining it wo uld be ano ther waste o f m o ney.

1 To day, keep bike bo x.

1 Two  lane and pro tected bike lane

1 Unfo rtunately this is as go o d a so lutio n as o ur city will likely allo w to  take place. We all kno w that the safest

bicycling cities in the wo rld have raised lanes. Has o ur o rganizatio n had a co nversatio n abo ut ho w wide bike

lanes are and ho w m uch ro o m  cyclists sho uld give o ther cyclists to  pass?  If a serio us ro adie wants to  pass a

to urist o n a cruiser, ho w m uch space is reaso nable and do es o ur current infrastructure suppo rt that?
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1 Unless o r until m o re can be do ne here, this is go o d as it do es set the pedestrian/bikeway o ff fro m  the lane fo r

turning vehicles.

1 Unnecessary and dangero us.

1 Use co nventio nal bike lanes

1 We had been assured that we'd get used to  the new fo rm at. I still have no t heard o ne po sitive co m m ent - and I

kno w quite a few peo ple who  use their bikes fo r transpo rtatio n (m o st were m y fo rm er students).

1 Well, m aybe keep but no t sure what they m ean.

1 What exactly is a 'bike bo x'?  See m y previo us no te abo ut new green m arkings no t being well kno wn.

1 What is a "bike bo x" fo r?  I didn't even kno w it was there. Sto p co nfusing peo ple.

1 What is a bike bo x? ?  Lo o ks ugly and have no  idea ho w to  navigate it.

1 What o n earth is a bike bo x?  What's it fo r?

1 What's a "bike bo x"?  The paint and barriers and flashing lights are incredibly co nfusing and distracting.

1 What's a bike bo x?

1 What's the purpo se o f a bike bo x?  It lo o ks like the biker pictured in the "To day" picture is in the exact sam e spo t

as the biker in the "Befo re" picture, and the o nly thing different is that large driver attentio n distracting green

area which apparently serves little purpo se beyo nd m aking a statem ent.

1 Who  cares

1 Why no t keep the sam e striping as at Pearl?  The pro blem  with having m ultiple treatm ents to  give visibility to

cyclists is that drivers get co nfused. Is different yield behavio r expected fo r stripe vs. bo x?  Co nsistency will also

m ake things feel less distracting to  drivers.

1 Wo rks just fine fo r m e as a cyclist. And a driver.

1 Yo u either have to  m ake these intersectio ns "no  right o n red", o r rem o ve the bo xes. Vehicles are currently

igno ring them . I do n't bike eno ugh to  kno w whether bo xes actually m ake bikes safer.

1 Yo u sho uld have a whatever co lum n.

1 add o bstacle between bike and car lanes

1 add pylo ns

1 again, co nfusing

1 bikes need a place to  sto p in o rder to  avo id right-turning vehicles so  the green bo xes at intersectio ns m ight be

o kay to  stay

1 change co lo r.
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1 current m arkings are pro bably m o re relevant.

1 do n't understand "Bo x"

1 experim ent with m aking bikers co ntinuing thro ugh the intersectio n m o re apparent fo r cars abo ut to  turn right).

(perhaps a bike-o nly green light fo r rush ho ur tim es that allo ws bikes to  start m o ving befo re cars get their green

light)

1 helps drivers see bikes

1 i like the bike bo x (altho ugh i never no ticed befo re and I ro de up and do wn fo lso m  every day!)

1 im pro ve to  reduce the frequent right ho o ks

1 m ake it o ne car lane

1 m ake pro tected bike lane

1 m arginal im pro vem ent

1 new co nfiguratio ns can be co nfusing to  residents and especially to urists

1 no  co m m ent/ no  tho ughts

1 no  o ne seem s to  kno w HOW TO USE the bike bo x - if it will rem ain there needs to  be m o re educatio n fo r bo th

cyclists and drivers o n ho w to  use it pro perly

1 no t an intelligent questio n and a stupid survey functio n if o ne has to  pick o ne o f 3 bad answers to  a stupid

questio n

1 no t sure if this wo rks… there is no  canyo n and arapaho e intersectio n, btw

1 pro tected bike lanes, please. be sure the bike bo x green paint, striping is fresh.

1 put it back the way it was!!!

1 rem o ve green bo x

1 the bike bo x is helpful. It's scary when cars catch up to  yo u m id-intersectio n as they can bleed into  bike space o n

the far side o f the intersectio n and squeeze yo u. Wider, pro tected lanes are m o re effective.

1 this is really great! leaves plenty o f space fo r bikes and brings awareness to  drivers! this needs to  be do ne at all

big intersectio ns where there co uld be bikes!!! pearl and 28th. 30th and pearl. 28th and valm o nt. 30th and

valm o nt. fo o thills and valm o nt. etc.

1 what is a bike bo x?
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2 Add pro tected bike lanes

1 A little co nfusing witho ut so m ething blo cking o ut the divider strip (between white lines).

1 Add bo llards

1 Add bo llards.

1 Add bo llards.

1 Add so m e bo llards o r such to  separate the cars fro m  the bikes.

1 Add so m e so rt o f physical barrier o r m arking

1 Adding bo llards to  reduce car intrusio n into  the bike lanes and prevent peo ple fro m  tem po rarily parking in the

bike lane wo uld be appreciated.

1 Again, I like the separatio n between the cars and bikes. It feels safer when I'm  o n m y bike. I think it wo uld be even

better to  have o ff street bike lanes / paths and sto p trying to  fo rce the m ixing o f bikes and cars.

1 Again, I'm  a cyclist and I have no  idea what this striping represents. Do  I ride where the green picture tells m e o r

where I'm  used to  riding: between co nventio nal bike lane striping?  Presum ably everyo ne invo lved understands

the acro nym  "KISS"?

1 Again, it wasn't needed befo re. Yo u add space o r lanes fo r so m ething when it's co ngested, no t in the ho pes o f

increasing usage.

1 Again, no  go o d data o n ho w this change has either benefitted o r detracted fro m  requirem ents at this

intersectio n. No  additio nal changes until a transparent ROI indicates what the value o f this wo rk has

acco m plished.

1 Again, safer. Slight im pro vem ent. I avo id this sectio n.

1 Again, the m arkings are inco nsistent and there are no  bo llards here which co nfuses drivers. Yo u need to  figure

o ut a co nsistent m arking m etho d fo r the entire area and keep it sim ple.

1 Allo w pedestrians to  use the thro ughway fo r events at CU that cause large cro wds

1 As a cyclist I like the flexibility o f the buffered bike lanes. I think they im pro ve safety and do  no t prevent cyclists

fro m  avo iding o bstacles.

5. Today, Folsom Street between Arapahoe and Taft has
buffered bike lanes. BEFORE: Two travel lanes, center
turn lane and conventional bike lanesTODAY: Two
travel lanes, center turn lane, and buffered bike lanes
Based on your experience with the current treatment,
what do you recommend? - comments



1 As fro m  Valm o nt to  Pine, this sectio n o f Fo lso m  has never felt dangero us to  ride to  m e. It has little to  do  with

the ro ad itself and everything to  do  with it being less busy with fewer side streets and business entrances. Do n't

bo ther thinking abo ut this sectio n.

1 As to  the no rth, the bikers do  no t feel unsafe since o nly a sm all percentage o f them  wear helm uts. That is a very

go o d m easure o f ho w bikers feel and yo u do n't co unt it, as far as I have seen o n yo ur repo rts.

1 Bad idea which needs to  be returned to  the way it was.

1 Barrier to  separate the bike lane fro m  the traffic lane. Was just abo ut run o ver by a FedEx truck yesterday. He

was driving do wn the m arked bike lane. Buffer do es little to  pro tect a rider fro m  aggressive o r distracted

m o to rists

1 Barriers wo uld be safer

1 Based o n the fact that I've seen no  real difference in the bicyclists use o f the street and have never seen

co nvincing evidence o f frequent accidents at all, let alo ne because o f "sm aller" bike lanes I wo uld say there is no

need to  m ake the vehicle lane skinnier to  acco m m o date a "buffer" lane.

1 Buffer = better!

1 Buffer is better than bo llards, but wasted expensive ro adway seem s unnecessary. I reco m m end returning to

"BEFORE" co nfiguratio n.

1 Buffer lane is go o d fo r the higher use CU traffic. But, again rem o ve the painted surface as it is redundant and

dangero us

1 Buffered bike lane is go o d. No  bo llards, hurray! Green indicatio n is easy to  understand.

1 Buffered bike lane is nice but I do n't think it needs to  be as wide as currently im plem ented.

1 Buffered bike lane with bo llards o r o ther physical separatio n wo uld be an im pro vem ent.

1 Buffered bike lanes are a go o d co m pro m ise and m ight be a go o d appro ach fo r the sectio n between Pearl and

Arapaho e.

1 Buffered bike lanes are go o d, especially when there is o n-street parking and a big hazard o f getting do o red,

which o bvio usly do es no t apply here but it is go o d no netheless.

1 Buffered bike lanes are safer. They feel safer especially o n curves.

1 Buffered is better than co nventio nal, but no t as go o d as pro tected. Busses still interfere with lane, as can heavy

traffic, debris, etc.

1 Buffered is fine there because the street is wide eno ugh to  acco m m o date it.

1 Buffered lanes wo rk well.

1 Buffering is far less stressful than a stripe.

1 Buffering is fine when traffic isn't im pacted by rem o ving vehicle travel lanes.
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1 Buffering is go o d, but we co uld do  better by putting up so m e pro '.

1 Buffering is no t needed.

1 Car traffic is the greater vo lum e and sho uld be the prio rity. Return to  two  lanes. Standard bike lanes are m o re

than sufficient.

1 Co lo red chip seal fo r the entire bike lane.

1 Co nventio nal bike lanes are adequate. Sto p m essing with traffic.

1 Current setup is an im pro vem ent, but as with the o ther sectio ns o f Fo lso m , I wo uld lo ve to  see a fully pro tected

bike lane (no t just paint).

1 Cyclists and auto s sho uld no t be in sam e streets

1 Do  yo u ho nestly think peo ple pay attentio n to  white lines? ? ? ? ? ?

1 Do n't kno w.

1 Do n't really have a preference o n this o ne, either way wo rks, there's plenty o f ro o m  and no  pro blem .

1 Excellent. Much better than befo re.

1 Extra buffer space is a big bo nus and do esn't im pede o r o therwise affect traffic in any way, as the street is wide

eno ugh to  acco m m o date the full auto  lane in additio n to  the buffered bike lane in bo th directio ns.

1 Get rid o f the buffer. Pro tect.

1 Go  back to  the co nventio nal bike lanes. What was wro ng with that? ?

1 Go o d sectio n. Only a few driveways. Fro m  Co lo rado  to  the creek it needs to  be re-paved after all the heavy

co nstructio n equipm ent. Make sidewalks wider!

1 High vo lum e o f fast m o ving traffic

1 Ho w abo ut a rum ble strip in the barrier. They are super go o d at waking drivers up befo re they kill so m eo ne. So

lo ng as bikes have ro o m  to  o vertake each o ther witho ut riding the strip then why no t?

1 I am  fine keeping this as is. There seem s to  be adequate space fo r bo th the auto  lanes and the bicycle lanes. (As

an aside, walking up to  CU to  teach this sem ester, I am  am azed at ho w m any cyclists take to  the sidewalk

no rthbo und o n the east side o f Fo lso m ! There is no t eno ugh space fo r bo th bicycles and pedestrians and I step

into  traffic to  let the bicycles by. Seem s crazy to  m e when there is a nice bike lane right there.)

1 I do n't drive o n this part so  canno t co m m ent

1 I do n't find this sectio n very different whether I am  driving, walking o r biking.

1 I do n't kno w.

1 I do n't see very m uch bike traffic.
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1 I do n't think the buffering lo o ks like buffering. It lo o ks like a bike passing lane, so  rem o ve it. It is safer to  have

wider lanes fo r cars (especially since Bo ulder do esn't plo w the ice o ff o f the ro ads in the winter) than to  have

bike passing lanes.

1 I do n't use this stretch o f ro ad. Only fo r CU students I wo uld think. A paint stripe o n the gro und is no t go ing to

sto p a car fro m  hitting a bike no  m atter where yo u put the stripe.

1 I haven't traveled this stretch o f ro ad fo r abo ut 30 years, so  do n't have a feel fo r the traffic lo ad and speeds. But

it lo o ks like a lo wer speed and vo lum e ro ad than Fo lso m  between Arapaho e and Spruce, and it do esn't seem  to

im pede the auto  traffic, so  I like the buffer zo ne between the car and biker lanes, and the green appears to  be far

eno ugh rem o ved fro m  the cars to  no t be distracting.

1 I like the buffer, but the striping is co nfusing. So m e cyclists ride between the white lines thinking it is a bike lane.

Just m ake a pro per curb-pro tected bike lane

1 I like the buffering.

1 I like the idea o f the buffered lane, but m arkings are a little co nfusing. Lo o ks like ano ther lane.

1 I like the po st separating the cars fro m  the bike lanes.

1 I like the wide bike lanes.

1 I lo ve having the buffered bike lanes. Having that extra bit o f space between m e as a cyclist, and car traffic

pro vides a wider m argin o f erro r fo r auto m o biles that tend to  stray into  the bike lanes.

1 I lo ve this part because then I can pass o ther cyclists safely

1 I never drive here, no  o pinio n. The questio nnaire required an answer

1 I never fo und this stretch o f Fo lso m  bo therso m e.

1 I prefer this setup, but do n't perso nally ride this sectio n o f Fo lso m .

1 I really like these wider buffered bicycle lanes. When riding so uth, and yo u get to  the bike lane so uth o f

Arapaho e, yo u breath a sigh o f relief.

1 I see a lo t o f passing bikes here, and it's nice to  keep the traffic to  the left edge.

1 I think buffered space o n lo ng straight sectio ns wo rks well. It keeps cars fro m  co m ing to o  clo se. It is no t visually

distracting and pro vides reaso nable flexibility. "bo t do ts" o r sim ilar that help rem ind cars o f their space is a

po ssible enhancem ent.

1 I think it's actually a little unclear what's go ing o n here. It lo o ks like a bike lane next to  traffic, with o n-street

parking. I suggest adding bo llards to  keep drivers o ut o f the buffer and bike lane.

1 I think it's fine

1 I think the buffered bike lanes are unnecessary, but if they are no t reducing the traffic flo w, it's fine to  keep them .

1 I think the students feel m uch safer o n this segm ent with buffered lanes especially o n the curve.
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1 I think this area wo rks fine no w. It is m arginally better than befo re when I bicycle, and m ade no  difference to  m e

when I drive. Please do n't add bo llards here.

1 I think this is pretty go o d, but I do n't ride this sectio n very o ften. So  m y o pinio n is sho rt.

1 I think this is wo rking fine and fro m  the cyclsit's perspective it's an im pro vem ent o ver what was there. As a

driver, I find these m arkings so m ewhat co nfusing - if the bike is in the far right, who  go es between the dashed

lines?

1 I wish we co uld do  this m o re, but can't. here it m akes sense

1 I wo uld keep this m ainly because o f the waste o f the taxpayer's do llars in changing it back to  the o riginal status. It

sho uldn't have happened in the first place.

1 I'd still like so m e actual pro tectio n. And these views are so uthbo und. No rthbo und at Taft is treachero us due to

vehicles underestim ating bike speeds.

1 Ideally, pro tect the bike lanes (rather than just buffer)

1 It appears that space is being wasted.

1 It is better m arked, no t a better experience.

1 It is nice to  put so m e space between the bike lane and the traffic lane, but o nly as lo ng as it do esn't co ngest

traffic by cutting do wn o n capacity.

1 It used to  scare m e that the bikes did no t have eno ugh space.

1 It's am azing what that seco nd line pro vides. It seem s safe eno ugh that I even bike there while pulling a trailer at

tim es.

1 Just add so m e flap do wn bo llards where ever po ssible!

1 Just im pedes traffic. Bikers and drivers are thro wn into  co nfro ntatio n o ver these m eaningless changes. Fo r

exam ple: yo ur pedestrian cro ssings are serio usly abused by bikers, unwilling to  go  20 extra yards to  the regular

traffic signals...they'd rather run o ver pedestrians and sto p traffic!

1 Keep as is, but perhaps reducing the speed lim it fo r cars? ? ?

1 Keep the buffered bike lanes.

1 Keep them , but m aybe add bo llards! yeah!

1 Keep. Drivers do n't like lines. They are like co ws and a cattle grate even if it is painted o n. If there is a line o n the

pavem ent the m ajo rity o f peo ple driving have a hard tim e cro ssing it even if it sho uldn't be an issue. Like a

painted cattle grate. The additio nal buffer that the left m o st line creates is great. This allo ws m e as a cyclist to

pass slo wer cyclist in this high traffic area. Additio nally, I do n't feel as if I have to  ride m y skinny tires alo ng

asphalt cem ent curb bo undary here and the asso ciated po t ho les. The left m o st stripe causes m inim al to  no

disruptio n to  the drivers. I say this speaking as bo th a rider and a driver.

1 Lo o ks go o d.
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1 Lo ve and feel safe as a biker. Do esnt bo ther m e as a driver.

1 Lo ve the space fo r cyclists! Also  when I'm  in m y car, I like the rem inder.

1 Make the sidewalk better with a tree lawn, the buffer isn't necessary in this stretch but the ro ad is to o  wide

witho ut it.

1 Mo re co nfusing, arbitrary m arkings that no  o ne can understand. It m akes it lo o k like bikes sho uld be riding

do wn the skinny strip between bike lane and cars.

1 Mo re pro tected bike lanes please...

1 Mo re pro tectio n all alo ng Fo lso m  wo uld better

1 Mo re pro tectio n, especially so m e educatio n fo r the bus drivers who  blaze past cyclists o r who  blo ck the bike

lane.

1 My experience (biking up and do wn this street daily since ~2008) is that the traffic is substantially dim inished

o nce yo u pass canyo n o n so uthbo und fo lso m . Perhaps adding a pro tected barrier m akes sense here, but it

sho uld be a lo wer prio rity than zo nes further no rth o n fo lso m .

1 Needs pro tected bike lanes, no t m ere paint. Paint do esn't keep cyclists o ut o f the em ergency ro o m .

1 Needs reflecto rs set into  the gro und to  im pro ve dem arcatio n.

1 Never drive in this part. Go o d either way.

1 No  big deal either way

1 No  stro ng o pinio n.

1 No t necessary.

1 Of any o f the changes, this seem s the sim plest, m o st straight fo rward, and least o ffensive to  the eye. No t sure

the two  white lines are really necessary, m uch less all the dashes, but the green painted bike sym bo l do es sho w

up a little better than if it were just a white sym bo l o n the asphalt as befo re. Maybe keep it sim ple with using o ne

white line as befo re, but give the bike lane m o re space like it has to day. I do ubt the "buffer" area created by all the

extra paint and dashes really acco m plished m uch. I like the idea o f keeping it sim ple and straight fo rward.

1 Paint the lane and the buffer green. Change lo cal laws to  allo w cars to  safely enter the space as lo ng as there isn't

a cyclist within 50 feet. Cars never drive in the buffer yet car users get angry at cyclists fo r using this as entitled

space. Lets settle it with so m e green paint.

1 Please add bo llards here.

1 Please bring back the pro tective pylo ns.

1 Please keep the buffer zo ne. Distracted drivers (esp w/ Cellpho nes) are to o  careless with o ther peo ple's lives.

1 Please m ake a pro tected bike lane. Use physical barriers to  actually create so m ething that sto ps cars fro m

veering into  bike lane please.
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1 Pretty irrelevant

1 Pro bably where Fo lso m  wo rks best.

1 Pro tected bike lane

1 Put the bo llards in at the very far left white line.

1 Really do n't have an o pinio n because I do n't travel in this area

1 Really sho uld be pro tected bike lane.

1 Really?

1 Rem o ve buffer, o r split the difference and m ake the bike lane a bit wider.

1 Rem o ve the buffered bike lane. They are no t used pro perly. Bikers are enabled to  ride 2 and 3 abreast.

1 Rem o ve this stupid EXPERIMENT that co st tens o f tho usands o f do llars and rem o ve all new right size bike lanes.

Back to  4 lanes !!!!

1 Resto re the ro ad to  its prio r num ber o f auto  lanes - keep o nly the bike lane co lo ring

1 Sam e co m m ent - nuts that the bus can sto p in the bike lane. Then they pull o ut and blast the bike rider with sm elly

no xio us bus fum es.

1 See earlier co m m ent abo ut tractio n in wet weather o f green-painted areas.

1 See m y respo nse to  the previo us questio n. Why no t have the sam e ro ad m arkings thro ugho ut the city?  Lo o king

at the abo ve pho to , what do es the so lid line between the auto  lane and bike lane m ean?  Do es it m ean so m ething

different fro m  the dashed line?  Co nfusing, co nfusing.....

1 See previo us co m m ents

1 See previo us co m m ents!

1 Seem s to  be wo rking well fo r bo th bicyclists and drivers. I do n't need this but, hey, a little extra space feels nicer.

1 Separato rs wo uld be nice :)

1 Since lanes were no t taken away, keeping the buffered bike lane is fine.

1 Since this ro ad is no t wide eno ugh to  acco m m o date two  car lanes o n each side and a bike line, the buffered bike

lane is a great use o f space. It allo ws bicyclists to  pass o ne ano ther, and o f co urse is safer because it keeps bikes

and cars farther apart.

1 So uthbo und is reaso nable. No rthbo und lo o ks like cars are backed up. I perso nally do n't drive this sectio n so  I

can't say ho w well it wo rks.

1 Surprised ya, didn't I?  This treatm ent is fine, as lo ng as yo u keep it in effect SOUTH o f Arapaho e, where the

University traffic is alm o st exclusive.
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1 THERE IS NO CENTER TURN LANE. LOOK AT YOUR OWN PHOTOS. NO EMERGENCY SERVICES CAN PASS

THROUGH ANY AREA WITH HARDSCAPING DURING PEAK HOURS.

1 Take away the buffer. Return the bike lanes to  what they were befo re and give cars m o re ro o m . The lines are

co nfusing.

1 The added space between the lanes is great.

1 The buffer is essential as m any drivers are no t very go o d at staying in their o wn lane. the buffer allo ws fo r

exactly that witho ut putting bikers in danger.

1 The buffer m akes it safer.

1 The buffered bike lane is essential. Traffic in this area is never bad with the buffered lanes, and this is a heavily

trafficked cycling area due to  the pro xim ity to  do wnto wn, the university, and residential ho using.

1 The buffered bike lane is o ne step to ward "keeping bicycles and cars separate". Ho wever, if the car lane is m ade

so  narro w that o ne canno t do  the speed lim it safely, then the buffer sho uld be reduced. I wo uld even advo cate

encro aching o n sidewalks and pedestrian space befo re thro wing bikes and cars clo ser to gether. They do  no t

belo ng to gether.

1 The buffered bike lanes are a big im pro vem ent. The previo us arrangem ent was wasting ro ad space with vehicle

lanes that were way wider than they needed to  be.

1 The buffered bike lanes are safer and better fo r the "interested but co ncerned" cyclist.

1 The buffered bike lanes are very helpful! Cars still have plenty o f ro o m , and the buffered bike lanes keep cars

fro m  encro aching o n cyclists' space.

1 The buffered lane is nice. A curbed, pro tected lane wo uld be even better.

1 The buffering is great!

1 The buffers are a go o d idea, but to o  large. The buffers co uld be altered to  still be effective but take up less

ro o m .

1 The co nventio nal bike lanes are fine thro ugh here. Again, the extra ro o m  seem s to  pro vide a false sense o f

safety fo r cyclists and causes yo u to  let yo ur guard do wn and ride m o re like yo u're o n a bike path, which yo u are

no t.

1 The extra buffer wasted lane just frustrates car traffic which adds to  the danger to  bikes. The purpo se sho uld be

to  ease car traffic and pro vide fo r easy bike traffic. When yo u bunch up car traffic yo u also  threaten bike traffic.

1 The o nly change here seem ed to  be additio nal stripes no t changing the traffic patterns. Do esn't seem  wo rth

spending m o re m o ney to  change it back to  basically the sam e situatio n.

1 The o riginal pattern was fine.

1 The street is no t wide eno ugh fo r two  vehicle lanes anyway, so  giving bikes m o re space is fine.

1 The survey requires m e to  answer this questio n, but I haven't used this sectio n o f Fo lso m , so  I have no  o pinio n.
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1 There is SO m uch bike traffic next to  the university there that I like the pro tected lanes. Peo ple m aintain the

speed lim it m o re o ften as a result.

1 There is pro bably m o re bike travel o n this street sectio n so  I wo uld keep the buffered lane.

1 There sho uld be physical barriers there to o . Tho se flexible plastic things wo uld be perfect.

1 There sho uld be pro tected bike lanes in this area.

1 These are great. I was glad to  learn that it's planned to  co ntinue this up to  Co lo rado  Ave.

1 These buffered lanes are always nice, tho ugh I've seen drunk drivers all o ver them  at night. Bo lsters wo uld at

least keep them  fro m  hitting cyclists. I feel like the advo cacy o f no n-pro tected bike lanes is used as a scare tactic.

I sho uldn't feel like I am  putting m y life at risk when I cho o se a m o de o f transpo rt that do esn't harm  m y

co m m unity.

1 This actually m akes go o d sense. yo u do n't need such a large lane so  why no t update the striping.

1 This area is utilized by clueless student drivers. Bikes here are at risk as their co ncentratio n is greater clo ser to

cam pus than anywhere else o n cam pus.

1 This feels m uch nicer, but so m e additio nal physical pro tectio n wo uld feel m uch nicer.

1 This feels pretty safe but standards m ight help.

1 This is GREAT. Please buffer the bike lanes o n 30th, between Arapaho  and Iris, and o n Valm o nt, between

Fo o thills and Fo lso m .

1 This is a go o d im pro vem ent, ho wever no rthbo und at the bo tto m  o f the hill in the bike lanes there is so m e so rt

o f ho le co vering that is depressed belo w street-level and I fear will take o ut bicycles that have gained a lo t o f

m o m entum  co m ing do wn the hill.

1 This is a high vo lum e area with access to  CU so  I like the wider areas fo r cyclists. But why no t just m ake the who le

lane a bike lane, as is, it's a bit co nfusing why there is a co nventio nal bike lane and then a green bo x with a bike

and what m ay seem  like a parking area.

1 This is a place where the buffered bike lane wo rks really well. It o ffers a place fo r cyclists to  pass in a particularly

busy area fo r bikes, and co nflict with cars is light due to  the scarce num ber o f right turns in the area. And thanks

fo r no t installing bo llards here!

1 This is appro priate fo r this stretch o f ro ad.

1 This is better than it was, but if po ssible, create so m e so rt o f so ft barrier between cars and bike lane.

1 This is definitely an im pro vem ent o ver the previo us co nditio n. Physical pro tectio n wo uld be an im pro vem ent.

Wider sidewalks are abso lutely needed alo ng Fo lso m  as well.

1 This is fine. I'm  no t sure it m akes m uch difference o ne way o r the o ther.

1 This is less busy and fine by m e

1 This is reaso nable witho ut all o f the ugly bo llards that tend to  clutter yo ur field o f visio n.
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1 This is safer than fo ur travel lanes and unpro tected bike lanes. It can be appro ved with barriers, but tho se

barriers sho uld aesthetically pleasing. It is generally true that ho w the street lo o ks affects ho w peo ple drive.

1 This is sim ple eno ugh, just keep it. It m akes sense o n this street, no  lanes were lo st, etc.

1 This is the best part o f Fo lso m  no w - the cars have the sam e num ber o f lanes and yet the bikes are buffered.

1 This is the heaviest area o f bicycle traffic and the buffer is helpful

1 This is very appro priate fo r traffic past arapaho e. It is safer to  walk o n and bike o n this street. PLEASE KEEP!

1 This o ffers the best co m plim ent o f co st-effectiveness and co m m o n sense. Traffic is no t being im pacted, and

cyclists are given m o re ro o m  fo r safety.

1 This part o f Fo lso m  feels safer than the o ther no n-pro tected bike lanes, I think because m o st o f the traffic

diverts fro m  Fo lso m  o nto  Arapaho . I like the current treatm ent.

1 This sectio n o f ro ad has greatly im pro ved in bo th directio ns with the pro tected bike lane at no  detrim ent to

vehicles. The o nly current pro blem  is the No rthbo und intersectio n with Arapaho e where cars treat the bike lane

as a right turn lane (this is usually o nly a pro blem  at evening rush ho ur)

1 This seem s reaso nable. Green is great!

1 This treatm ent is a no n-treatm ent. All it do es is m ake the car lane seem  restricted and requires m o re paint. Lets

use less paint and give it a cleaner feel. Rem o ve it all and repave this ro ad.

1 This treatm ent wo rks except when a bus pulls o ver to  the curb. So , the "buffer" fo r bikes disappears with

increased transit usage.

1 This was a waste o f m o ney fo r a very m ino r change. Rem o ving o r refining it wo uld be ano ther waste o f m o ney.

1 This was ano ther m ajo r im pro vem ent to  bicycle safety at no  expense to  travel lanes. And it do es great witho ut

the separatio n sticks.

1 This wo rks all right.

1 To o  m uch paint. Replace buffer with so m ething m o re attractive/vertical.

1 Unless yo u use this area daily, it's still a co nfused m ess.

1 Use bo llards o r o ther physical divider, no t just buffers.

1 Use co nventio nal bike lanes

1 Very different traffic flo w fo r no rth and so uthbo und bikes. No rth bo und bikes are traveling very fast after hill,

sho uld share co m plete lane with cars all the way to  Arapaho e. Keep buffered bike lanes fo r S bo und.

1 Very little difference.

1 Wo rks fine.

1 add pro tectio n - m ake it all co nsistent
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1 arapaho e to  cam pus is student turf. bike lane is o k just review fo r safety. here it is likley stent car, bike,walkers

co m peting fo r the ro adaway

1 buffered bike lanes are m uch safer and m uch m o re pleasant to  ride a bike o n.

1 buffered lane is safer fo r cyclists

1 buffers help. I do  no t like sharing a lane with cars, even when I'm  go ing do wnhill. They want to  go  30 and I feel

unsafe go ing o ver 20.

1 do esn't im pact the traffic pace

1 feels safer to  cyclists

1 hate hate hate

1 haven't really no ticed a difference

1 helpful witho ut destro ying no rm al flo w.

1 i do n't think the buffered lane is necessary.

1 im pro vem ent and do es no t im pede drivers

1 in general when yo u waste space and o ver-m ark peo ple find it o ffensive, this slant like this o f this slanted like

that o ffends intteligent peo ple. and in general yo ur fo cus in o n a subject witho ut lo o king at bigger picture, o f

where are bike paths in the area and why are bikes no t o n the paths, is o ffensive. Sam e go es fo r 55th street, lo o k

at the m atter o f ho w bikes best get fro m  A to  Ab, no t try to  treat peo ple like yo u in the lab are higher evo lved and

are go ing to  fo rce the rest o f us into  yo ur m o ld

1 its an accident waiting to  happen!!!

1 n/a

1 need a co nsistent appro ach alo ng the who le way. So  buffered but with sm all berm s o r so m ething no t big

distracting bo llards

1 no  experience

1 so  m uch m o re visible and safer

1 that buffered lane lo o ks co nfusing. why no t just give the bikes a bigger lane to  begin with?

1 the m o re green painting the better

1 this is m o re o f an appro priate biking area as yo u appro ach cam pus

1 this is pro bably o kay -- lo ts o f biking students, fewer cars. have there been accidents?  have yo u fo und fo lks who

didn't bike because o f the o ld co nfiguratio n?

1 this sectio n o f Fo lso m  is great. Lane is wide and the buffer pro vides even m o re safety fo r bikes. Cars seem  to

go  slo wly, which is great.
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1 typical lanes are eno ugh

1 very co nfusing, especially at night
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1 I'm  a 62 year o ld native o f Bo ulder. Yo u have all co m pletely lo st to uch with reality to  even co nsider this pro ject.

No t a chance this will wo rk at anytim e, anywhere, in any seaso n in this to wn. Yo u have caused a serio us lo ss to

lo cal business, put peo ple in danger, inco nvenienced and wasted an ungo dly am o unt o f o ur m o ney to  "study"

and im plem ent a dum b idea. All staff that put this up to  co uncil as a go o d idea sho uld m e im m ediately fired. The

City co uncil o wes the tax payers an apo lo gy. And if any m o re tim e is wasted by staff (o ther than fo r the rem o val

o f the insane structure), Co uncil sho uld go ! I'm  a pro gressive dem o crat and have no t m issed a lo cal electio n

since 1972. Yo u are starting to  m ake Do nald Trum p lo o k sm art (if thats po ssible). I'm  OVER the who le entitled

cycler m entality. When they pay transpo rtatio n taxes, register & license their vehicles and pay insurance, lets

revisit the questio n. Public safety is yo ur num ber o ne respo nsibility, m ake them  have lights, sto p at

1 1. So m ething is wro ng when things have to  be this co m plicated. 2. I do  no t believe the City statem ents that 10%

o f o ur co m m uter traffic is by bicycle and that vehicle m iles have no t increased o ver the last several years. The

survey and analysis m etho do lo gy need an independent audit.

1 Again, I applaud yo ur willingness to  at least so licit m y input, even tho ugh I kno w that there is m inim al likeliho o d

o f seeing any changes to  the present set up o f traffic o n Fo lso m .

1 Again, I've been go ing to  Spro uts in Lafayette o n m y way ho m e fro m  wo rk rather than go ing o n Fo lso m  which is

near where I live. My tax do llars are go ing to  a different city, I ho pe yo ur 'living lab' is wo rth it.

1 Any bike infrastructure is go o d and greatly appreciated fo r tho se o f us who  co m m ute m ainly by bike. While I

suppo rt the pro tected lanes o n Fo lso m , there are o ther places I'd like to  see m o re infrastructure, including

Bro adway. We NEED a bike lane fro m  Iris all the way to  Canyo n and preferably well past Canyo n. Any bike lane at

all wo uld be go o d there, tho ugh the wider the better. Also , o n-street parking with bike lanes to  the left are an

abso lutely ho rrible idea, as cars co ntinually park well into  the bike lane and cause a serio us hazard, no t to

m entio n the threat o f getting do o red. If we can lim it these, especially o n high traffic ro ads like Bro adway (up

no rth) it wo uld m ake things a lo t safer. I kno w yo u guys have yo ur hands full tho ugh. Thanks fo r all yo ur effo rts

and ideas! -Kennett PS as a side no te, I o verheard so m e talk abo ut ho w "expensive" it is to  im plem ent cro ss

walks to day. When discussing the co sts o f certain pedestrian and cycling infrastructure, yo u m ight want to

co m pare

1 Appr cite the changes o n Fo lso m . Makes it feel safer.

1 Appreciate city trying to  m ake life safer and easier fo r bikes and enco uraging peo ple to  get o ut o f their cars. I

think bo ulder sho uld leave rtd and set up its o wn intraco unty bus system  with vans that m ake change o r take

credit cards . Co ntract with rtd o nly fo r regio nal o n 36 and to  airpo rt. Rtd has screwed this co unty and city.

1 As a business o n the co rner o f Fo lso m , we've o bserved first hand ho w right-sizing has been a nightm are and

co m pletely wro ng fo r the vast m ajo rity o f peo ple who  use the ro ad: car drivers! Bikers do  no t use the street

very m uch and it has caused co nfusio n and disruptio n. Keep the streets the way they are!

1 As stated, I think this was o ne big m istake. Keeping the change no rth o f Spruce to  m e m akes no  sense and was

just a face-saving m o ve. I ho pe so m e lesso ns have been learned and that ego s have been shelved o n this

pro ject. I think the lane co nso lidatio n has m erely added unneeded co ngestio n which is no  help to  cyclists o r

drivers. This was no t a well-co nceived plan o r ro llo ut.

6. Additional comments and feedback:



1 As the intensity o f traffic and the num ber o f bicyclists has increased o ver the past 20 years, it is beco m ingly

increasingly difficult to  traverse the city, by whatever m eans, witho ut beco m ing m o re aware o f the dangers o f

"m ulti-use" ro adways. Bo ulder is no t Am sterdam  (a Dutch friend visiting was am azed at the lack o f care taken by

bicyclists o n Bo ulder streets) and it pro bably never will be. This is a difficult pro blem , and fiddle faddling aro und

with paint and po les and co nfusing signs will no t and do es no t help.

1 Avid cyclist, bike co m m uter

1 Ban bikes o n Bro adway between Baseline and Iris! They are unsafe, blo ck traffic, and suitable bike lanes exist o n

9th and 13th.

1 Based o n the negative co m m unity experience with this o n Fo lso m , any po ssible further site lo catio ns need to

be scrapped. Co uncil needs to  listen to  the public- put this bad idea do wn and walk away entirely.

1 Beyo nd the bike lane debacle, there are o ther traffic issues o n Fo lso m  which sho uld be addressed (and which

cro p up in o ther parts o f to wn as well). In particular, the 3 pedestrian signal cro ssings suffer fro m  a num ber o f

egregio us faults, m o stly due to  o verly "creative" engineering appro aches. Co ntact m e at

steve.ho ge@ gm ail.co m  and I will certainly bend yo ur ear o n these!

1 Big suppo rter o f this pro ject. I drive, ride, and wo rk in Bo ulder. In m y experience, we will ALWAYS get pushback

fro m  the co m m uters aro und any changes that m ay slo w traffic do wn fo r the benefit o f cyclists - it is sim ply no t

po ssible to  m ake everyo ne happy. Bo ulder is reno wned as a biking to wn, and we need to  keep pushing and no t

lo o king back. Cars are NOT the future o f this to wn o r perso nal transpo rtatio n, perio d. Bo ulder sho uld be

leading, and I ho pe this pro ject co ntinues to  be o n the fro nt o f that wave.

1 Bike lanes are no t fo r the sake o f bikers, they are fo r the sake o f cars. They m o ve bikes fro m  car lanes, m aking it

po ssible fo r aggressive, high-speed car traffic to  co ntinue. If Bo ulder is serio us abo ut increasing the am o unt o f

trips co m pleted witho ut cars, the design paradigm  will no t be such to  o ptim ize such aggressive, high speed car

traffic o n all ro ads.

1 Bike lanes ro ck and I feel m uch safer when they are separate fro m  traffic. I have been hit by cars o n a num ber o f

o ccasio ns whist riding m y bicycle.

1 Bike laws need to  be enfo rced as well as auto  laws.eg Lights at night. speeding, go ing fo rm  bike to  ped to  bike

lane. No  signaling et cetera

1 Bike safety is even m o re im po rtant with the increasing density and traffic in Bo ulder. It's a two  way street; Driver

and Biker Awareness is the key.
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